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CURRENT TOPICS. 


ge TREASURY MINUTE on the costs of criminal prose- j 


ons, which, according to Mr. Cross, was to dispose of 
subject in a manner satisfactory to the country, 
rather to be said to settle it in a manner satisfac- 
tothe Treasury. It is true that, as regards costs 
fred in cases at assizes, the absurdity of disallowing 
@ which the local treasurer is bound to pay on the 
cate of the clerk of assize—an officer not in any 
famenable in his taxation to the local authorities— 
ot to be perpetuated, but it is stipulated that 
application for repayment shall be made in the 
istomed manner, and, “although no examination of 
ders and certificates will be made with a view to 
disallowance or reduction of any items which they 
contain, my lords consider it highly desirable that 
fexamination should be still instituted for the pur- 
ie of detecting and noting any errors or deviations 
h m authorized scales and regulations which may be 
find in such orders.” In other words, the Treasury is 
[to retain the power of raising as many objections as 
ible. 
“Hs regards costs at sessions the arrangement adopted 
ects considerable credit on the ingenuity of the 
fmasury. Their lordships think that “if the present 
fem of examination and disallowance is not to be con- 
mited as regards these latter costs, it will be better 
»#s that the repayment in sessions cases should be ad- 
ed on the principle of a commuted sum for each 
iecution, ascertained by taking a separate average for 
eh county and borough of the number of prosecutions, 
‘of the amounts allowed in previous years,” such 
uted sums to “ be ascertained by taking the number 
"Prosecutions in the three years preceding the 30th 
@une, 1874, in each separate jurisdiction, and the 
ints allowed, after examination at the Treasury, 
the jurisdiction in respect thereof during the same 
M, and dividing the second by the first, the result 
E give the sum to be allowed for each prosecution for 
metuture, irrespective of the number of prisoners which 
Prosecution may embrace.” The result of this 
mgement will be, of course, practically to perpetuate 
existing state of things. The Treasury will be saved 
Htrouble of examining the claims and vouchers; the 
ity ratepayers will have to bear the difference be- 
athe commuted sum allowed by the Treasury for 
Mm prosecution and the amount allowed on taxation by 
ocal officer. More than three years ago, in the case 
'&. v. The Lords of the Treasury (20 W. R. 336), Mr. 
Lush declared that the practice of the Treasury 
axing and reducing the sums allowed by the local 
ing officer was “a violation of the Act of Parliament,” 
| Mr. Justice Mellor added that “he entertained no 
Mt whatever that the money [i.c., the whole amount 
Wed by the local taxing officer] belonged to the 
ities.” It is now proposed by the Treasury that what 
a8 been doing in violation of the law shall be taken as 
evandard of its action for the future. 
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THERE SEEMS TO BE GROWING uP a form of procedure 
for which there exists no precedent in the books and no 
analogue nearer than the’ mysterious legal cerenony 
known in the Island of Jersey as the Clameur de Haro, 
which consists in the utterance of certain words 
meant to compel all who hear to come to the assistance 
of the speaker. ‘The modern procedure to which we 
allude is the utterance of an ex parte statement by 
counsel meant to enlist the sympathy of a police magis- 
trate, to obtain from him an extra-judicial opinion for 
the benefit of the client, and to procure a report in the 
daily papers. To take the latest instance, on Monday 
week an eminent counsel appeared at the Bow-street 
Police-court and made a statement to the magistrate 
with reference to alibel. “His client,” le said, “had been 
well-known for many years past by her benevolent exer- 
tions in reclaiming the fallen and unfortunate of her own 
sex, and she had expended a private fortune in this truly 
charitable work.” He then detailed at some length the 
libel, and concluded, not with an application, but with 
the remark that his client “‘ was left, he feared, without 
any redress whatever for this scandalous and unfounded 
attack upon her reputation.” The magistrate appears 
to have entered very heartily into the matter. He “re- 
gretted the position in which the lady was placed, and 
denounced the circular as that of a malicious coward. 
If the writer could sustain his charges against a lady 
who had done so much good service, he would come for- 
ward like a man and accept the responsibility which she 
had challenged him to assume.” A week after 
wards a solicitor appeared before the same magis« 
trate with reference to the same case, and 
again not with a view of making any application 
or of obtaining any redress of the kind usually adminis. 
tered at these courts, but to inform the magistrate that 
a society by which the libel purported to have been 
issued ‘“‘had been doing their utmost to discover the 
author of the libellous paper.” The magistrate again 
appears to have lent a gracious ear, and remarked that 
“he was glad that the society repudiated all connection 
with thelibel.” We know nothing of the merits of thecase 
with reference to which these utterances were made, and 
we are willing to assume that it was a case of grievous 
hardship. But we must point out that if every one 
who suffers a wrong to his reputation is to be permitted, 
in place of discovering the wrongdoer and adopting the 
means of redress afforded by the law, to employ counsel to 
address a police magistrate in person, the number of these 
latter functionaries will have to be considerably increased. 
The recent advance in their salaries renders this step one 
which the Treasury will scarcely be inclined to favour; 
but if the practice to which we have alluded is to be 
continued, might it not be practicable to adopt some 
other arrangement? Could not a room be set apart for 
ex parte statements, furnished with a staff of reporters, 
who should be provided with a few common forms of 
sympathetic observations by the magistrate ? 





Tue case or Beynon v. Cook (reported in this week’s 
issue of the Weekly Reporter) adds another to the 
string of money-lending cases in which the Court of 
Chancery has stepped in to reduce an unconscionable 
bargain to fair and reasonable proportions, and by con- 
sequence to confer on the imprudent the advantage of 
the use on easy terms of money which he could not have 
raised except by promises of high or exorbitant in- 
terest. The borrower in the recent case was a man of 
twenty-six, whose only property was a sum of £600 
payable on the death of his father, then only fifty-four 
years of age. This sum was secured by the bond of his 
brother, and represented a charge on the family property 
which the borrower had been entitled to as a younger 
son, but which he had released on the sale of the prop- 
erty. The sum borrowed was £85, the promis- 
sory note given was for £100 at six months, the 
bond was mortgaged as collateral security, and the 
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interest (to be computed on the £100) was to be 
aixty per cent., or as delicately veiled in the mortgage- 
deed, five per cent. per month. The borrower, who con- 
tinned in great distress during the rest of his life, died 
maore than eleven years after the date of the loan, but be- 
fore the £600 became payable on the bond; there was 
accordingly no question of ratification. The plaintiff 
was the boirower’s widow and administratrix, and her 
Dill prayed delivery up of the securities on payment of 
the £85 advanced and such interest as the court might 
award. The Master of the Rolls granted the prayer of 
the bill and awarded £5 per cent. as the interest, and as 
before filing the bill the plaintiff had offered to pay the 
£85 and compound interest at £5 per cent., the defend- 
ant was ordered to pay the costs of the suit. The case 
is of some little interest owing to the circumstance that 
the Master of the Rolls expressed his opinion that the 
borrower was not only a reversioner but in that peculiar 
position of reversioner described as expectant heir. 
He was entitled to a sum of money payable at a 
future time. It is true that the way in which he became 
entitled to that sum arose out of his position with re- 
spect to thefamily property ; but he had turned his claim 
an the property into a mere debt solvendum in futuro, 
and it is hard to see how the phrase “ expectant heir” 
was any longer in any sense applicable to him. The 
point was, however, in his honour’s opinion, not material 
to the case, as he held that the doctrine of the court ex- 
tended to all reversioners, that is to say, we suppose, to all 
persons having property coming to them at afuture time ; 
and that persons dealing with them on the strength 
af, and with reference to, such property come within 
the doctrines of the court. If this is not an 
extension of what has been laid down in the cases, it 
is a curious illustration of how the doctrines of equity 
grow and throw off branches. There can be little doubt 
that the impoverishing of noble families and the diver- 


sion of old domains to unworthy occupants was the ! 


erigia of the doctrine of the expectant heir. The shield 
thrown over this interesting personage is now, it seems, 
large enough to cover any one, provided he has no present 
means but expects something at a future date. 


Tuer sTATE OF THE LAW with regard to payment of 
money into court in satisfaction of unliquidated damages 
is not altogether satisfactory. It is extremely difficult 
for the pleader to know what sum to pay in, by reason of 
the strong tendency of juries to give something more in 
any case. If a scanty estimate is made of the claim, the 
jury being certain to give more, the advantages of plead- 
‘mg payment into court are not obtained. If a very 
Yiberal estimate is made, the pleader has the satisfaction 
of knowing that he is probably running up the damages 
to no purpose, for however proper and even handsome 
may be the sum he suggests, the jury by giving some 
trivial addition to it may throw all the costs of the trial 
on the defendant. Moreover, by payment into court it 
often happens that the sinews of war are provided for the 
other side, which in the case of actions by men of straw is 
very unadvisable. We cannot help thinking that in ac- 
tions for railway accidents, and other similar actions, it 
would be a very good thiug if the plaintiff could not take 
the money out of court until after the trial. If he in- 
sists that he ought to have more, let him wait to receive 
the whole sum until the trial ascertains what it is to be. 
We have heard it suggested that it should not appear on 
the pleadings, and that the jury should not be told, what 
the amount of the sum paid in is, but that they should 
be bound to assess the damages without reference to the 
question of how much has been paid in. If in addition 
to this it were provided that when a less sum was found 
by the jury than the amount paid in the balance should 
not be paid out to the plaintiff, but returned to the 
defendant, a strong inducement would be held out to 
plaintiffs to make sure of a bird in the hand in the shape 
ef a9 handsome amount paid in, rather than go on 





———— 
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and incur the costs of a trial with a possibility of 
failure. 

Two difficulties, however, occur to us in the way of these 
suggestions. One is that it would not be easy to 
the class of cases in which the plaintiff should not by 
entitled to take the money out of court. The abstract 
principle of jvstice, and the principle generally applicable 
is that when the defendant has once admitted that the 
plaintiff is entitled to a certain sum of money, and has 
paid it in, the plaintiff ought to have it at once. He jg 
not because he claims more to be kept out of what 
he ought, before action, to have received. This clearly 
applies to most cases of what may be called actions jp 
respect of injury to estate or property. It is only ip 
actions for compensation for personal injury that the 
peculiar tendency of indigent plaintiffs to exaggerate 
claims in a semi-fraudulent manner calls for exceptional 
provisions. Possibly a discretion might be given tog 
judge at chambers to say that in actions of tort for un. 
liquidated damages the plaintiff should not be entitled 
to take money out of court until after trial. Another 
practical difficulty is that it would be difficult in some 
cases to keep the amount of the sum paid in from coming 
to the ears of the jury in an indirect manner. But may 
it not nevertheless be worth while to try the experiment 
of preventing the jury from being directly informed 
during the trial? Is there any reason why they should 
be furnished with such an easy “ ready reckoner” for 
the computation of damages ? 





Sm E. W. Wark has sent to the Times a contribu. 
tion towards the maturing of public opinion upen land 
transfer in the shape of a description of the process 
adopted in Greece under a law passed in October, 1856, 
We ought never to be above taking a hint from any 
quarter, but we must confess we fail to see the novelty 
of the system which the writer describes as 
“the most facile which he has met with in practice.” 
Briefly stated, it is this. The conveyance is drawn by a 
notary, who is paid by “so much per cent. [how much 
does not appear] on the value of the property.” Half 
the fee goes to the notary, the other half, as stamp duty, 
to the State. The conveyance must “ name the titles by 
which the property is owned by the person transferring 
or selling it, and the motives of such transfer. It must 
also describe the property as minutely as possible, give 
its dimensions and characteristics, and state where itis 
situated, and how bounded on each side—by what 
streets, or grounds, or other properties.” So far the 
mode does not appear very greatly to differ from our 
much despised English system; substituting the notary 
for the solicitor paid by one of the scales in use in different 
parts of the country. But in each chief town ofa de- 
partment in Greece there are land registries known by 
the pleasant designation of hypothecophylakeia. The 
registrars keep several books. In one mortgages are 
“inscribed,” in another re-conveyances, in & i 
transfers are transcribed “ almost verbatim,” and the 
fourth is the index. “In this book there is a kind of 
account current of property, so to say, opened for every 
landowner. As soon as a man becomes a proprietor by 
virtue of transcription, a page is allotted him in the 
index, over which page is written ‘ Portion of -—’ (the 
name). These pages of the index are divided into four 
columns. In the first there is a reference to the book of 
transfers ; in the second the date of the transfer; in the 
third the nature of the act, whereby the transfer is made; 
and in the fourth the value of the property, paid o 
estimated. Any further transfers in favour of or agains 
@ person are in like manner recorded in his ‘ portion, 
which shows at a glance the condition of his property. 
All these books are open to all, and the registrar 6 
authorized to give certificates as to whether any property 
is free or mortgaged, and for what sums, &c. This ap- 
pears to be little more than the exploded registration of 
conveyances in the crudest form, But there is certainly 
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gme novelty in the circumstance that, while it is not 
gated that registration is obligatory on the owners of 
jand, the notary is made liable to a fine if, when he reads 
over to them the conveyance before signature, he does 
not call their attention to the provisions as to registra- 


tion. 








THE MEASURE OF DAMAGES. 


Ixthe case of Jebson v. The Eust and West India Dock: 
Company, recently before the Court of Common Pleas, a 
earious point with reference to the measure of damages 
was decided. The action was for detention of a ship 
belonging to the plaintiffs, and the facts were substan- 
tially as follows. The plaintiffs were jointly interested 
in the ship in question, and by reason of her detention 
he had been unable to carry certajn emigrants. Some 
of the plaintiffs, however, were interested with other 

ng in another ship, and the emigrants in question 
had been carried in such last-mentioned ship, which would 
otherwise have had to sail without her full complement 
ofemigrants. It was contended for the defendants that 
the amount which some of the plaintiffs had been so 
secouped by carriage of the emigrants in the second ship 
must be deducted in the estimate of the damages due for 
the detention of the first ship. The proposition on which 
the defendants relied as affording the true measure of 
damages was that the damage due to the plaintiffs 
jointly was the aggregate of the damages suffered by 
each plaintiff severally. It was contended on the other 
side that the damages due to the plaintiffs jointly could 
not be reduced by gains made by some of the plaintiffs 
severally, The court held that the plaintiffs’ contention 
qwas right. 

The point appears to us to be one of considerable doubt 
and difficulty. The analogy of a corporation was relied 
upon for the plaintiffs. It is clear that individual gains 
accruing to the members of a corporation could not be 
fet against damages accruing to the corporation. To 
some extent this is no doubt an argument. It shows that 
in a case—e.g., a trading corporation—which would 
be substantially similar a hardship such as that 
against which the counsel for the defendants argued is 


sanctioned by the law. Such an argument, however, 


does not go very far. It is based upon a technicality, 
and in order to show that it is sound we must be sure 
that the same technicality really applies to both cases. 
There is no reason for applying the same rule, supposing 
it to be inequitable, to a partnership as to a corporation, 
unless a partnership is eo far analogous to a corporation 
asto render it necessary to do so, Now a partnership 
does not constitute, in the eye of the law, one person, 
48 acorporation does. It is the difference of personality 
between the corporation and its individual members 
which constitutes the reason for the application of this 
tule to the case of acorporation. The nature of joint 
ownership at law is that the joint owners are interested 


per mie et per tout—that is, each owner is interested in 


every portion of the whole of that to which the joint 
ownership relates. But this is hardly a conclusive con- 
sideration in the case before us, because it leaves the 
question what it is that they are so interested in, and 
what the amount of it is, untouched. It may be ad- 
mitted that at law each plaintiff was interested in the 
whole of the damages to be recovered; but then what 
were those damages to be? The result of the decision 
seems ta be that the whole body got more than the 
amount to which the whole body had really sustained 
injury. Some of the plaintiffs actually gained by the 
wrong committed. It may be urged that there does not 
#eem much more reason why the damages sustained by 
the party most damaged should be taken as the measure 
of the damages of the whole body than that the damages 
sustained by the party least damaged should be taken as 
the measure. On the other hand, it may be said that the 
plaintiffs who were not recouped had no interest in the 
sins made by the plaintiffs who were. This is true; 





but the answer does not go farther than to show that 
the damage of the plaintiff least damaged cannot be taken 
as the measure of the damage of the whole. It does not 
go very far towards proving that the damage done to the 
whole as a body must not be estimated by the damages 
sustained by each individually. 

There are, in fact, difficulties of a very formidable 
character in the way of the defendants’ contention. It 
is very hard to reconcile with the common law incidents 
of joint tenancy or ownership. One of these is the right 
of survivorship. Suppose the plaintiffs recouped had 
died before the cause of action had accrued: their per- 
sonal representatives would have remained interested in 
the ship in equity, yet at law the surviving plaintiffs 
would have been solely interested; and it is difficult to 
see how any recoupment of the estate of the deceased 
owners could have been taken into account in estimating 
the damages. Is there not to some extent an anomaly 
in saying that the damages could be increased or dimin- 
ished xccording as some of several persons once jointly 
interested happened to remain alive or not? Again, at 
law the presumption is that all joint owners are equally 
interested, whereas the very basis of the defendants’ con- 
tention is thatitis otherwise; for to make the contention 
consistent with fairness to the plaintiffs most damaged it 
must be assumed that those recouped are to the extent of 
their recoupment not interested in the damages at all. 
Can a court of law, which is supposed to act on principles 
with regard to damages which existed before equity was 
thought of, estimate damages on a principle which, to 
render it tenable, requires the assumption that a court of 
equity will afterwards interfere to apportion the damages 
equitably between the parties at law jointly interested 
in them? Another consideration is this. An association 
of individuals may be joint debtors as well as joint 
owners, and it is a principle of the distribution of assets 
that joint assets are primarily liable to joint debts. 
Though there cannot be a bankruptcy of a partnership 
apart from the bankruptcy of the members of the firm, 
still the property of the firm and of its members, the 
joint and separate estates, are distinguished for purposes 
of distribution. Ifthis be so, ought the joint estate to 
be diminished by setting off gains made by some of the 
members of the firm in their several capacity ? We are 
not so much pressed by the argument derived from the 
complicated nature of the inquiries which the principle 
contended for by the defendants might give rise to—an 
argument which the court seems to have thought almost 
conclusive. Many inquiries into amount of damages are 
of too complicated a character to be practically dealt 
with by juries, and are constantly referred to arbitration ; 
but that of itself is no argument in theory against their 
being cognizable by juries. Nor are we so much im- 
pressed as the court appears to have been by the argu- 
ments derived from the analogy of set-off. The doc- 
trine of set-off seems to turn on the terms of the statutes 
of set-off and other considerations not involved in the 
present question. 

It seems to us, for the reasons above adverted to, that 
the claim to have the damages reduced was in its nature 
an equitable one, based upon considerations foreign to 
the common law, and one which could not practi- 
cally be given effect to except by a court capable of 
applying both legal and equitable doctrines and modes 
of procedure. The practical hardship involved is an 
argument in favour of the creation of such a court, which, 
notwithstanding the unfortunate collapse of this session's 
legislation with regard to the Judicature Act, it may be 
hoped is not a very distant event. 





of —— 


v 





The Lord Chancellor has issued an order that the Win- 
chester Connty Court (Circuit No. 51) is to assume bank- 
ruptcy jurisdiction, and that the Basingstoke County Court 
district is to be annexed, for bankruptcy purposes, to the 
Winchester district, instead of to the Southampton district, 
as heretofore. 
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THE CONSTABULARY REPORTS. 


Tue annual Returns of the Inspectors of Constabulary, 
under statute 19 & 20 Vict. c. 69, have always presented 
some features of interest, but from the number of addi- 
tional topics which have recently been included in the 
reports the statistics obtained are now of considerable 
value, as showing both the progress of the efforts made 
to repress crime and vagrancy, and also the practical 
effects (so far as they can yet be ascertained) of the two 
It may be worth while to nctice 
briefly the contents of the bulky papers recently laid 


last Licensing Acts. 


before the House of Commons. 


With regard to the statistics of crime, Colonel Cobbe, 
the Inspector of Police for the Eastern Counties, Midland 
District, and South Wales, reports that indictable offences 
are gradually decreasing, while those punishable on sum- 
mary conviction are on the increase; but the other two 
inspectors report an increase of both classes of crime. In 
the southern districts the number of indictable offences 
reported rose from 5,626 to 6,244, and the summary 
convictions were increased by 1,790, a result which 
Captain Willis (Inspector for the South of England) 
atfributes to the prevalence of strikes during the year. 
In the northern district, too, although Captain Elgee, 
the inspector, expresses himself as satisfied with the 
working of the Prevention of Crimes Act, the statistics 
are not reassuring; and in the statement from Mr. Dunne, 
the chief constable of the counties of Cumberland and 
appended to the inspector's 


Westmorland, which is 


general report, this result is even more apparent. Mr. 


Dunne states that in these two counties the prosecu- 


tions for offences of every class (including drunkenness) 


have increased by 4,096; while violent assaults upon the 


police in the discharge of their duty are still very pre- 
valent, and assaults and other offences involving violence 
to the person are greatly increasing. He adds that 
fines are perfectly useless as a prevention in such cases; 
but he thinks that the more effectual supervision exer- 
cised over tramps by the police has had a beneficial 
result in aiding the detection of crime This may be 
one of the causes of the increased number of prosecu- 
tions in the two counties in question. In the case of 
indictable offences the disproportion between the 
offences reported and the number of persons appre- 
hended is rather startling. Thus, in Colonel Cobbe’s 
district, only 4,090 arrests were made, though 7,164 
indictable offences were reported to the police; in the 
northern district there were only 9,306 arrests made, as 
against 20,523 offences reported; while in the south, 
the respective numbers are 2,139 and 6,244; and though 
crimes’ Lave increased by 618, the arrests are 292 less 
than in 1873. The difference is, however, more conspic- 
uous in the separate local reports. In the smaller 
boroughs the respective numbers are more nearly equal, 
and in some few instances the apprehensions even 
exceed the reported crimes, which may occur either in 
cases where several persons have combined to commit 
the crime, or where the wrong man has been arrested 
and the real culprit is afterwards found. Still, in many 
districts, and especially in the more populous towns, it 
certainly appears that a large number of crimes must go 
wholly unpunished. Thus, in Buckinghamshire, 120 
indictable offences were reported to the police during 
the year, but only 96 arrests were made; in Essex, 404 
such offences were reported, and only 258 persons 
apprehended ; in Rutlandshire the reported cffences were 
25, and the arrests only 10; while in Staffordshire the 
respective totals were 926 and 436; and in the borough 
of Birmingham only 447 persons were arrested, though 
no less than 1,788 crimes were brought to the know- 
ledge of the police. In the large towns in the north the 
result is equally discouraging. Thus, in Macclesfield 
only 34 persons were apprehended, though 128 offences 
were reported; in Stockport the respective totals were 
99 and 207; in Carlisle, 35 and 93; in Liverpool, 1,617 
and 4,656; and in Manchester, 1,100 and 4,452, In the 


————. 
j southern district the worst result is presented by the. 
| city of Bristol, where the number of offences reporteg 
has risen from 283 to 942, but only 139 arrests were 
made. It is true that these results are somewhat quali. 
fied by the fact that, by a system of classification recently 
introduced, all cases of larceny, where the stolep 
property exceeds five shillings in value, are, if no person 
is prosecuted, catalogued as indictable offences, though 
many of them would have resulted in summary conyic. 
tions ; and this fact will also affect the mutual propor. 
tions between the two classes of offences. The increage 
in summary convictions appears to be universal; but 
many of these do not practically test the efficiency of 
the police. 

The inspectors concur in reporting favourably as to 
the working of the Licensing Act of 1872. Colonel 
Cobbe points out that the streets are quieter at an early 
hour, and that the drunkenness which still exists is not 
so often accompanied by riot as was heretofore the case, 
Captain Elgee also speaks with satisfaction of the quiet. 
ness of the streets and the greater circumspectness 
exercised by the publicans. Captain Willis’s report jg. 
also good ; he states that the convictions for drunkenness 
have fallen from 19,825 to 19,108, and the convictions of 
keepers of licensed houses from 1,043 to 814. In the 
particular places reported upon there is, however, a 
great variation in the statistics. In the town of Leicester 
it is stated that convictions for drunkenness are steadily 
decreasing, and out of 524 keepers of licensed houses in 
that town only nine have been the subject of prosecutions, 
From Lynn it is reported that the Act has slightly de. 
creased drunkenness, but that “ the influence of the Act 
on crime generally is not perceptible.” In the eastern 
division of Suffolk, though the towns are quiet at an 
earlier hour, drunkenness has somewhat increased. In 
Birmingham drunkenness has prevailed more than ever,. 
but here (as in several other manufacturing centres) the 
increase is attributed to the high rate of wages and the. 
reduction of the hours of labour. In Cheshire convic- 
tions for drunkenness have slowly but steadily increased 
during the last two years; while in Birkenhead they 
rose from 177 in 1872 to 1,016 in 1874. Preston shows 
a more satisfactory result, the convictions falling from 
763 to 451, and in Salford there is a steady decrease, 
Middlesborough shows a fall from 600 to 322 in two 
years; but such results are exceptional in the northera 
towns. Captain Willis points out a very unsatisfactory 
regulation which is in force in the borough of Devonport. 
The head constable is not allowed to apply fora summons 
against the keeper of any licensed house (or even to 
| make a report to the magistrates) without the sanction 
of the Watch Committee, many members of which are 
believed to be interested in the trade. The result was that 
out of twenty-three cases reported only four applications 
for summonses were sanctioned. The provision in Lord 
Aberdare’s Act which has given most dissatisfaction to 
the police authorities is the provision in section 51 
enabling the defendant and his wife to give evidence 
when charged summarily, which is stated to render con- 
victions more difficult, 

It is obviously too early to judge of the practical 
working of Mr. Cross’s Act. Several complaints are made 
in the reports as to the want of uniformity in the hours 
of closing prescribed under the Act, and it is thought: 
that the provision enabling publicans to entertain their 
private friends after the hours of closing will lead to 
evasions of the law. It seems to have been found al- 
ready that the early closing has led to much drinking in 
private houses, persons subscribing to buy liquor to take 
home and drink after the hours of closing. 

Another subject of inquiry by the inspectors is the 
prevalence of vagrancy ; but no statistics are given under 
this head. Colonel Cobbe reports a decrease in his dis- 
trict but not to any considerable extent; the previous 
diminution, in fact, was so great that vagrancy was 
already reduced to a very low point in 1873, In the 








northern district there has been a great decrease in 
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yagrancy, owing ina great measure to the stringent 

isicn exercised by the police over tramps. In the 
southern districts, on the other hand, there has been a 
considerable increase of vagrancy, which Captain Willis 
accounts for by the migration cuused by strikes iz so 
many parts of England. 

.The provisions of the Prevention of Crimes Act appear 
to work well, so far as they can be practically enforced, 
put the great difficulty is that it is all but impossible for 
the police to trace the persons under their supervision 
when they remove from one neighbourhood to another. 
Colonel Cobbe reports that 569 licensed convicts have 
resided within his district during the year; out of these 
8 have died, 8 have forfeited their licences, 36 have been 
re-committed, 132 licences have expired, and 125 convicts 
have left the district. There have been 375 persons 
under police supervision and required by the Act to report 
themselves: of these, 5 have died, the term of supervision 
of 39 has expired, and 102 have left the district. He 
adds that out of the above 227 (of both classes) who are 
returned as “ having left the district,” the majority have 
absconded without notice, and thus become entirely lost 
to police supervision. In the northern district there have 
been during the year 1,371 licensed convicts and 874 
under supervision. Their fate is not described, but the 
Act “is stated to work well.” In Captain Elgee’s dis. 
trict there have beeu 382 convicts with licences and 352 
persons under supervision; 21 of the former class have 
been punished for fresh offences and 4 have forfeited 
their licences. Of the two classes 170 persons have 
“left to reside elsewhere,’ but it is not stated whether 
the control over these has or has not been lost. 








Recent Decisions. 


EQUITY. 
Tue Apportionment Act, 1870, 
Hasluck v. Pedley, M.R., 23 W. R. 155. 


This case is another authority for the view that the 
Apportionment Act, 1870, applies to wills made before, 
but coming into operation after, the passing of the Act 
(ist August, 1870). Like the former authority, how- 
ever, of Capron v. Capron (22 W. R. 347, L. R. 17 Eq. 
288), it was not the simple case of a will made before, 
and death occurring after, the Act, but was a case where 
the testator made a codicil after the passing of the 
Act—a fact on which Malins, V.C., laid some little 
stress in Capron v. Capron, but to which the Master 
of the Rolls does not appear to have attached any im- 
portance in the recent decision. ‘hese two cases and 
the Irish case of Roseingrave v. Burke (Ir. R. 7 Eq. 186) 
seem to constitute the decisions on this important 
point, and although in Moseingrave v. Burke the de- 
cision that the Act applied was not weakened by the 
existence of a codicil executed when the testator must 
be supposed to have had the Act present to his mind, yet 
since the question whether the Act was not excluded in 
consequence of the will having been made before it was 
passed does not seem to have been argued, that case can 
hardly be considered to add much to the weight of 
authority-on the point. Both in Capron v. Capron and 
the recent case the learned judges pronounced strong 
Opinions in favour of the view that the Act applies to all 
Wills coming into operation afterits passing, and the ques- 
tion might almost be considered as settled were it not for 
the dictum of Lord Selborne in Jones v. Ogle (21 W. R. 
236, L. R. 8 Ch. 192), to the effect, as summarized by the 
Master of the Rolls in the recent case, that, in consider. 
inga will, you must construe the words according to the 
law in force at the time the testator expressed himself. 
To this dictum Sir George Jessel replies that it would 
be equally reasonable to argue that the testator knew, 
as he was bound to know, the alteration of the law, yet 





did not choose to alter his will. On the whole, there 
can, we think, be little doubt that the view of the Vice- 
Chancellor and the Master of the Rolls ought to be 
followed. 

The question wes raised in the recent case whether 
the Act applied to a specific devise. It was a strange 
question, and would probably not have been raised but 
for the decision of Malins, V.C., in Whitehead v. White- 
head (L. R. 16 Eq. 528) that a specific legacy was not 
within the Act. The Vice-Chancellor subsequently (to 


‘quote the head-note in the Law Reports) “ explained ” 


this decision (Pollock v. Pollock, 22 W. R. 724, L. R. 18 
Eq. 329); and the explanation msy be regarded as 
coming as near to disapprobation as could reasonably be 
expected. 





Liapimury or Speciric AND Restpvary Devisees To cone 
TRIBUTE RATEABLY TO PAYMENT oF Dents. 
Jackson v. Pease, V.C.H., 23 W. R. 43, L. R. 19 Eq. 96; 
Lancefield v. Iggulden, L.C. & L.JJ., 23 W. R. 223. 


The question of tho liability of specifically devised 
estates to contribute pari passu with estates included in 
a residuary devise to the payment of the testator’s 
debts has at length been rescued from the uncertainty 
caused by the singular conflict of judicial opinion on the 
subject. There is, no doubt, much to be said in favour 
of the view that the intention of the testator that the 
devisee shall have the A. farm is not nearly so clearly 
manifested in a general residuary devise including that 
farm as in a specific devise of the A. farm, and that there- 
fore the devisees ought not to stand on the same 
footing as regards liability to contribute towards pay- 
ment of the testator’s debts. But the rule that a devise 
of lands, though in form residuary, is always in fact 
specific, and to be treated on the same footing as a 
specific devise, was well established before the Wills 
Act, and the only question, therefore, since that 
Act has been whether there is anything to alter the 
rule in section 24, which enacts “that every will 
shall be construed with reference to the real estate 
and personal estate contained in it, to speak and take 
effect as if it had been executed immediately before 
the death of the testator, unless a contrary intention 
shall appear upon the will?” In order to answer this 
question it is necessary to inquire why, before the Wills 
Act, a residuary devise was specific, while a residuary 
bequest was not. According to Lord Cottenham (Mire. 
house v. Scaife, 2 My. & Cr. 706) the reason was that in 
the latter case the testator could never know upon how 
much of the personalty he might be possessed of at his 
death the gift could operate; for his debts, funeral ex- 
penses, &c., would have to be paid out of it; hence the 
expression necessarily meant what would be leftafterthese 
were defrayed. Butas regards the real estate the testator, 
at the time of making his will, knew exactly upon what 
real estate the gift would operate. Does this reason 
cease to apply since the Wills Act? The answer 
given in favour of the view which has now pre- 
vailed is the following:—The effect of the Act is, 
doubtless, to render it impossible in many cases for 
the testator to know at the time of making his will 
on what real estate it will operate. But why should 
that time be chosen as the point at which this knowledge 
must be possessed ? Why may not intention be pre- 
sumed from letting alone a residuary devise after know- 
ledge by the testator of fresh lands having come to 
him, as well as from knowledge at the time when 
the will was made? Under the former law the know- 
ledge was possessed by the testator at the time from 
which the will spoke and took effect, with reference to 
the real estate comprised in it; under the present law 
the knowledge is acquired at or before the very same 
time. The decision of Lord Chelmsford in Hensman v. 
Fryer (16 W. R. 162, L. R. 3 Ch. 420), that no altera- 
tion in the old rule had been made by the 24th section 
of the Wills Act, has been dissented from by many 









































So ae aa a ae at aan er 






reyseerymara 
‘Qetaat 




























/ 
ae ES 


Abe NV ase Vb we Vow 


VY Vaal sdee Ajpasi Vy 40eu, 








eminent authorities, but it has now been followed by 
Hal, V.C., in Jackson v. Pease, and by the Court of 
Appeal in Lancefield v. Iggulden ; and although it may 
Be doubted whether the rule carries out the intention of 
the testator, it must now be regarded as settled that 
specifically devised realty and residuary realty will have 
® contribute rateably to payment of his debts. 





DIVORCE. 
VARIATION OF SETTLEMENT, 
Hope v. Hope, Div., 23 W. R. 110. 


This case deserves notice as raising, if not deciding, a 
geoint under 22 & 23 Vict. c. 61,s. 5, by which the 
Divoree Court has power to vary the provisions of settle- 
amments on a dissolution of marriage. The question was 
whether the clause as to the appointment of new trustees 
eould be varied by taking away the power of joint ap- 
pointment in the wife, and giving the power eutirely to 
whe husband. Under the circumstances the learned 
judge refused to sanction this alteration, though con- 
sented to, but he expressed u doubt whether he had any 
power to vary the settlement except with reference to 
the application of the trust fund. 








KRebtiews. 
THE EARLY HISTORY OF INSTITUTIONS. 


‘Becrures on tHE Earry History or Instirutions. By 
Sir Henry Sumner Maryeg, K.C.S.1, LL.D., F.RS. 
London: Murray. 1875. 


[Second Notice.] 


The part of this work of which we gave an account 
‘ast week dealt chiefly with the distribution of property. 


The Sth and LOth lectures treat of the Primitive Forms 
of Legal Remedies. ‘It would not be untrue to assert 
(gays Prof. Maine) that at one stage of human affairs 
vights and duties are rather the adjective of procedure 
than procedure, a mere appendage to rights and duties.” 
Every lawyer will recognize the truth of this remark, and 
she history of our own law makes us familiar with the pro- 
position that the maxim ubi jus ibi remedium is, not in- 
éeed less true, but less applicable than the counter maxim 
abi nullum remedium ibi nullum jus. Nothing can be 
Fainer than that, in law relating to property, the assem- 
blage of rights which are gathered together under the 
general description of property rights do not come into 
heing at once as necessary consequences of the idea of 
property, but are determined from time to time by the 
possibility of maintaining actions in its defence. The 
point illustrated in these chapters, however, is more 
exactly expressed by the sentence following that which 
we have quoted: “‘I'here have been times when the real 
difficulty lay, not in conceiving what a man was entitled 
to, but in obtaining it; so that the method, violent or 
legal, by which an end was obtained was of more conse- 
quence than the nature of the end itself.” The subject 
ef self-help has attracted much attention lately, and the 
degree to which in early Roman law the enforcement of 
legal rights was left to the party interested in enforcing 
them has been forcibly pointed out by Prof. Ihering. 
Taking a wider survey Prof. Maine here examines one of 
the most striking instances of self-help, the law of 
distress, as illustrated by systems so widely removed in 
Wace and time as the Roman law, the old Teutonic 
eodes, the Irish law tracts, the usages prevailing 
ja India, and our own laws on the same subject. 
The Pignoris capio he regards as essentially a 
proceeding by which a party who had a claim 
against another compelled his appearance before a 
tribunal; but this conception of the function of 
the law of distress alternates with another according to 





which the whole procedure remains from first to last an - 
extra-judicial act by which thé claimant compelled the 
satisfaction of hisdemand. “ ‘Iwo alternative expedientg 
were adopted by nascent law. One of them consisted in 
tolerating distraint up to a certain point ; it was connived 
at so far as it served to compel the submission of defend. 
ants to the jurisdiction of courts, but in all other cases 
it was treated as wilful breach of the peace. The other 
was the incorporation of distraint with a regular pro. 
cedure. The complainant must observe a great number 
of forms at his peril; but if he observe them he can dis. 
train in the end.” The Brehon system appears to have 
belonged, like our own, rather to the latter than the 
former system; and while on the one hand it agrees with 
some of the Teutonic systems in points where our own 
differs from them, and particularly in allowing distraint 
as a mode of enforcing all kinds of claims, on the other 
hand it has a singular resemblance to the Euglish system 
in leading up to a legal process analogous to the action 
of replevin, aud even anticipated a modern improvement 
in our law by providing for a forfeiture of the distress in 
satisfaction of the claim. But perhaps the most singular 
analogy disclosed by the Irish law tracts on this subjectis 
the existence of a practice of “fasting” upon the debtor, 
which was requisite in the case of persons of distinction 
asa means of compelling them to give a pledge, and 
which finds a parallel in the Indian practice of “ sitting 
dharna” at the debtor's door. 

The 11th lecture contains a most interesting view of 
the early history of the Settled Property of Married 
Women as exhibited in the Roman and Hindoo systems; 
but space forbids of our dwelling on this subject. 

We must here take the liberty of expressing a doubt 
as to the correctness of the views expressed by Prof, 
Maine in the 9th chapter upon a point which is no doubt 
somewhat speculative, but is not altogether unimportant. 
Prof. Maine draws attention to the pledge or wager 
which forms so important an element in early judicial 
proceedings, and which he regards as being that which, 
in early times, when the courts had neither a settled 
authority nor a settled process, formed the foundation of 
their jurisdiction. The parties to the quarrel who de- 
sired a settlement of their disputes by a court, or more 
properly by an arbitrator, deposited in his hands the 
stake of victory, in other words they betted on the 
result, and the hope of winning the stake as the result 
of success was an inducement to each to submit his 
claim to decision; and he draws a parallel between this 
judicial deposit and the practice of raising an issue upon 
a feigned wager. This parallel appears to us altogether 
visionary and unreal, and to be little better than a play 
on words. The practice of laying a wager was merely a 
fiction designed for the purpose of bringing before the 
tribunal, in the form of an action for its recovery, some 
question which could not be raised out of the facts 
really in dispute in any known form of action, either 
not at all or not so conveniently, and cannot without a 
stretch of imagination be associated with the judicial 
pledge. Again, the wager of battle, which Prof. Maine 
classes in the same category, was as little as possible of 
a judicial proceeding. It is true it took place before 4 
court and was followed by a sentence and judgment, 
but it was in every other respect extra-legal ; it was the 
naked private quarrel breaking in upon judicial pro- 
cedure, and setting aside its process for every purpose 
except that of clothing the result with a formal sanction. 
But yet this strange and rude procedure may be thought 
to indicate more closely the idea on which the judicial 
deposit was founded than the bet to which Prof. 
Maine compares it. What then was that idea? 
Possibly this, that in a trial of rights the claim 
or the defence that failed was conceived of as not 
merely legally unsuccessful, but morally wrong— 
it was a false claim, or a false defence. Civil law 
appeared under a quasi-criminal aspect, and often 
with remedies which » more advanced jurisprudence 
considers only suitable for criminal offences. There 
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was in fact no broad distinction between civil and 
criminal; both were covered by a nearly equal mora 
censure. The defeated party thus appeared in the light 
of a criminal, or at least of one who for his wrongful 
daim or defence deserved to be mulcted in a penalty, 
The successful party did rot so much win something in 
addition to his right; rather the losing party forfeited 
ething beyond what he claimed. This is the 
natural impulse and tendency in a dispute between 
disputants in any rude state of society; the heat 
of the quarrel is not quenched by success upon 
the issue, but passes on into revenge for the injury 
done by the attempted encroachment on the vindicated 
right or the successfully defended possession. Sub- 
stitute for the ungoverned quarrel submission to a 
judge, whether chosen by or imposed upon the 
parties, but especially if so chosen, and the sense 
of moral wrong deserving the infliction of a penalty 
does not cease, but the infliction is transferred from 
the party to the judge. He becomes, as it were, party 
to both litigants, that is, to whichever of them is 
successful, and takes, instead of him, not the right ad- 
judged, but whatever besides follows as a consequence 
of the adjudication. This he takes for his share; but 
he is not to be put to seek this benefit by further pro- 
ceedings, he must have it in possession, and therefore 
must from the commencement hold in his hands the 
stake of both parties, with the power of retaining the 
stake of the one who fails. In a word, the stake which 
represents the penalty of failure is the purchase-money 
of the service which he renders in pronouncing a sentence, 
which, when pronounced, carries with it, if not the pro- 
cess of execution which established tribunals in a settled 
state award, yet that moral sanction which binds with a 
kind of estoppel the unsuccessful party who has assented 
to the jurisdiction, and clothes his successful opponent 
with the power of public opinion, and lends him that 
material support which public opinion brings with it. 
This leads us to consider, as partially connected with 
the same subject, the comments made by Prof. Maine on 
the slow progress of ideas in early ages. These com- 
ments are applied by him both to property and, to some 
extent, to contract, and in both he seems inclined to 
trace the idea to an origin in the joint rights of kindred. 
We cannot but think that Prof. Maine has allowed his 
horizon of speculation here to be unduly overshadowed 
by the particular phenomenon which he has so closely 
investigated. Giving its fullest weight to the evidence 
adduced from early law and to the dominant place 
held by the idea of kinship, and to the prevalence of the 
joint form of property, it would be probably more true 
to say that separate property was limited in its scope 
by these facts than that it in any sense grew ovt of 
them. It is not pretended that, except to a very 
limited extent, the system of joint property prevailed 
with respect to movables, and it seems also to be con- 


ceded that, although the land was in common, the dwel- 


ing-house was separate. And, even as to land of which 
the fee simple was retained by the community, there is 
no evidence that, exceptin very rare cases, the produce 
of the allotted lands was held otherwise than separately. 
Though the occupation was limited, yet so long as it 
lasted it was several, and how nearly occupancy and 
Proprietorship are allied is indicated by the remarks 
made by Prof. Maine on the “rundale” holdings in 
Ireland. The reason why it seems important to notice 
this is because the essence of property, as distinguished 
from mere enjoyment, lies in severalty. As between 
two communities, each holding its possessions in an ab- 
solutely joint form, there may be property, but within 
each community it would be improper to speak of its 
existence. But if the mode of holding and enjoying is 
not absolutely joint, but there is a right in individuals to 


‘have an allocation of a part, no matter for what ‘time, 


Property, that is several property, exists. There appears 
to be a disposition to push the idea of the unity for all 
purposes of property of the family and tribe too far, that 


is, farther than the evidence warrants, and to leave out 
of sight the degree to which the joint property of its 
members was based upon considerations of convenience, 
and limited by the degree to which the subject-matter 
was acquired by the joint exertions of the community, 
and its enjoyment dependent on their common organi- 
zation. The value of what is entitled to be ranked as a 
true discovery in early jurisprudence will not be dimin- 
ished by applying it in combination with those theo- 
retical views, founded upon the universal principles of 
human nature, which, exclusively reasoned upon, an@ 
without the historical materials now possessed, formed 
the basis of that system of jurispracdcuce which is now 
perhaps unduly discredited. 

And with respect to contract we are surprised that 
Prof. Maine should speak of agency, that is, the 
power of one man to represent another, as part of the 
law of contract, and that he should, without further 
proof, speak of the societas omnium bonorum as if it were 
the origin of the contract of partnership. 

In the two concluding lectures Prof. Maine has 
some remarks upon Austin’s system which well merit 
attention. The point to which he chiefly addresses him- 
self is that writer's view of sovereignty. “I think it 
best for my purpose,” he writes, “ to begin with calling 
attention to the definition of sovereignty. Beyond all 
doubt this is the logical order of the discussion under- 
taken by Austin, and I find it difficult to understand, 
except on one hypothesis, why, deserting the arrange- 
ment of Hobbes, he began the discussion of this part of 
his subject by the analysis of law, right, and duty, and 
ended it with an account of sovereignty, which, it seems 
to me, should have come first.” The motive he finds in 
“repulsion”? to Blackstone, which induced Austin to 
hasten at once to expose the fallacies of his predecessor. 
We cannot assent to this view. Austin’s problem was 
in the first instance, to “determine the province of 
jurisprudence,” and, as jurisprudence dealt with 
law, the first thing was to determine what was 
to be understood by law. By determining what law 
was he could logically determine the conditions 
under which law could exist; but to have define 
sovereignty, and then deduced a form of law from that 
definition, would not have proved that there was not 
another kind of law independent of sovereignty. So far 
as concerns the logical structure of his work Austin 
appears to us entirely in the right. Nor is it difficult te 
discover the reason of the difference between his method 
and that of Hobbes. The purpose of the latter was, 
as Prof. Maine himself points out, mainly political,: 
his object of investigation was the relation of man te 
the State. Austin’s problem was—What is the thing 
called law ? and what are the conditions which law, ac- 
cording to the true conception of it, requires? Prof 
Maine himself says that “ Austin’s object is  strictl 
scientific.” And so indeed no doubt Austin conceived it 
to be. But although the scientific view determined his 
method, we cannot but entertain a doubt whether his 
whole treatise on the “ Province of Jurisprudence Deter- 
mined ” was not really due to another than a strictly 
scientific purpose. Any one who attentively con- 
siders that work in conjunction with the rest of his 
lectures, which treat of the contents of law, must be 
struck by the slender connection which exists between 
them. It is true that in the masterly survey of the con- 
tents of. law with which he prefaces his lectures he con- 
tinually repeats the formula of “commands and sanec- 
tions,” but no part of it flows from his definition and 
analysis of law; there is nothing that might not have 
been equally stated if that analysis had never been made 
—except in the following sense. 

It is obvious that when law is reduced to the posi~ 
tion of a command, uttered and sanctioned by a sove- 
reign power, which can. change it at will, any existing 
system of law assumes a much greater mobility than it 
would otherwise possess. It loses that guasi-sacred 





character which it derives from being credited with « 
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vague and half-mysterious origin, and can no longer be 
sufficiently vouched by the formula, “it isso used.” The 
whole system becomes subject to the test of criticism, 
and the question is, How in logic and reason ought the 
law to be? asa preliminary to the next inquiry, Why 
should not the sovereign legislature so ordain it? The 
assertion of this unlimited sovereignty, with the conse- 
quences which flow from it, was, we believe, the practical 
motive with Austin ; by maintaining it he obtained a free 
field for speculation ; and in that sense the idea of sove- 
reignty was first in his mind; it was the dominant idea, 
as the thing itself is a dominant fact. But, in order 
to arrive at that position, it was necessary for him to 
analyze and define law so as to show the necessity of 
assuming a sovereign legislature ; and this practical aim, 
which was rather legislative than jurisprudential, will 
also explain the introduction of those disquisitions which, 
as Prof. Maine remarks, are essentially legislative in 
their purpose. é 

With respect to Austin’s position as to sovereignty, 
Prof. Maine is scarcely consistent with himself. He has 
no difficulty in showing (illustrating it forcibly from 
Indian examples) that there have been large periods of 
time when if sovereignty in Austin’s sense is essential to 
the existence of law, no law could possibly exist, although 
that existed which every one not speaking according to 
a particular theory would call law. This is a proposition 
which hardly needed proof. Yet he seems to admit that 
as an “abstraction,” that notion of sovereignty is ac- 
curate. But it is certain that the notion of a sovereign 
body with absolute power, that is with the power of 
effectually legislating in any and every direction 
and degree by means of the sanction of force, is 
absolutely untrue, and nothing is gained by assert- 
ing it in any form. Nor is it anything but a 
verbal quibble, which has neither the form nor the sub- 
stance of logic, to say that when there are “no associa- 
tions with the sovereign but force or power, the posi- 
tion [that what the sovereign permits he commands] 
becomes more easily intelligible? They command 
because, being by the assumption possessed of uncon- 
trollable force, they cowld innovate without limit at any 
moment.” If, in fact, the sovereign does not command, 
nothing is gained by using a fiction to say that he does. 
These attempts to force facts into the shape of a theory 
are quite barren of any result. The power will extend no 
farther than it does in reality, by the help of any theory ; 
nor does the theory itself cause the law to assume a dif- 
ferent shape, or follow a different method of reasoning. 
It is sufficient to say that what the sovereign body 
in fact ordains is law, without forcing our mouths into 
a false and empty protestation of what it could do. 
Austin keeps within the lines of common sense when he 
describes the sovereign body as that which the inhabit- 


ants of a country habitually obey; he would have been 
equally in accord with reason if he had said that what- 
ever that body constitutes or allows to prevail as a rule 
enforced by the public authority and force is law. We 
cannot feel that Prof. Maine has in these. lectures con- 
tributed much to the theory of law, because the position 
which he does establish is one which was really too plain 


for argument. So far as it goes, however, what he has 
written to this point is serviceable (as it is also highly 
interesting) for some are perhaps still to be found who 
have never travelled so far beyond the leading-strings of 
Austin as not to need this demonstration. 


IMPRISONMENT FOR DEBT. 


Essai sur L’ ABOLITION DE LA ConTRAINTE PAR Corrs. Par 
Hennrt Harvovin, Conseiller 4 la Cour d’Appel de 
Douai. Paris: Cosse, Marchal, et Billard. 


This is a curious and interesting book, calculated to 
afford great consolation to Mr. Bass (who appears in its 
pages as I, Busse—see p. 486) amid his repeated failures 
:0 convince the House of Commons that people who can 
yay but won’t pay ought not by imprisonment to be 


made to pay. M. Hardouin’s object is to call attention to 
the importance of the change effected by the law of the 
10th of July, 1867, practically abolishing imprisonmen; 
for debt in France. His opinion as to the injustice ang 
impolicy of imprisonment for debt is very strong, and in 
support of it he has collected a vast quantity of material, 
illustrative of the rules relating to this subject in ancient 
and modern systems of law. He prefaces his essay with 
some introductory observations in which he gives an 
interesting narrative of the events which led to and ac. 
companied the passing of the law of 1867 above referred 
to, and he adds a summary of the present law in different 
countries on the subject of imprisonment of debt. It 
seems that in Portugal imprisonment for debt was 
abolished jong ago, that it does not exist in 
Spain, and that at Hamburgh it has been aban. 
doned for the last forty years. Itis not permitted in 
Chili or inthe greater number of the United States, 
M. Hardouin next refers to the debates on the subject, 
and then commences his essay with an introductory 
chapter, in the course of which he briefly sketches the 
literature of the subject and indicates his plan of ar. 
rangement. He then treats of the general character of 
primitive laws relating to debtors, and refers in some 
detail to the laws on this subject of Judea, Egypt, and 
Greece. The next chapter is devoted to the rules of 
Roman law, and then follows a chapter on the feudal age 
and primitive customs. Some of these latter are very 
remarkable. Thus by the custom of Salon the cession of 
goods by the debtor was accompanied by an unpleasant 
degree of publicity, “nudi in camisia et bracciis ... 
| preecone precedente cum tuba, currere teneantur et preeco 
| preeconizet quod nullus contrahat aliquatenus cum 
eisdem.’’ (Compare the still more extraordinary punish- 
; ment detailed on p. 217, note 2.) Chapter v. treats of 
| the sources of French law on the subject before the 
ordinance of April, 1667, by which imprisonment for 
debt was abolished in the case of debts ‘ purement 
civiles,’ which, as M. Hardouin shows, confined the 
operation of the ordinance to a very limitedrange. And 
in succeeding chapters the author traces the course of 
legislation in France on this subject down to the law of 
1867. The book relates to a curious branch of legal 
history, and although it might have been greatly con- 
densed it will be found instructive and interesting even 
by those who do not concur in all the author's views. 














Putes. 


We QuoTe in another column an extract from the 
American Law Register, summing up the effect of the law 
in the United States as to champerty and maintenance. 
We observe in the Chicago Legal News a report of a case 
of Thompson v. Reynolds, in which the Supreme Conrt of 
Illinois decided that an agreement entered into between 
an attorney and other persons, by which the attorney was 
to institute all necessary proceedings to ascertain and 
fix the rights of the other persons, that he should pay all 
necessary expenses, and receive one-half of whatsoever 
should be realized, waschampertous and void. The court, 
in delivering jydgment, seem to have expressed a different 
opinion as to the policy of the law of champerty and 
maintenance from that indicated by several recent American 
decisions. They say, “ Whilst the great body of the pro- 
fession is honest, and understand and act on the duties 
devolving upon them, there necessarily must be in this, 88 
in all ages of the past, some who gain admission that 
neither have the integrity nor the knowledge necessary to 
restrain them from‘ dishonourable means in practice. 
Usually a person will not employ an attorney unless he 
feels assured of his honesty as a man as well as his ability 
as an attorney. Having this confidence, all must see at 
glance that it would give the attorney immense power 
over the client, and with this power all must see that to 
permit him to make champertous contracts would be to 
place the client in the power of the attorney. Professional 
duty requires that advice given should be honest, fair, and 
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vanrecerved, but where the weak in morals or the vicious 
‘are consulted, and they see and determine to embrace the 
gpportanity to make a champertous contract, how can we 

ect them to give fair, honest, and unreserved 
advice at the commencement of or in conducting the litiga- 
tion. The just, the good, and the upright require no 
estraint, but the vicious or immoral should be freed from 
temptation. At all times in the past, champerty has been 
found a source of oppression and wrong to the property 
owner, and a great annoyance to the community. To 
sallow it to attorneys, with a portion, but it is believed the 
number would be small, there would be a strong tempta- 
tion to annoy others by the commencement of suits, with- 
-out just claim or right, merely to extort money ‘rom the 
defendant in buying his peace. Such practice has been 
denomiaoated as a crime malum in se, and such extortion 
from others, or by the oppression of a client, is unques- 
tionably a great moral delinquency, that no government 
regardful of the rights of its citizens should ever tolerate. 
‘Wesee that it is as liable now to abuse as it ever was, and 
“would be as injurious to our community as to other com- 
munities in the past.” 


Tue FRENCH LEGAL JOURNALS report some curious scenes 
durmg a recent trial for murder, which has caused intense 
‘interest in Corsica. The court, throughout the trial, 
which lasted several days, was thronged with a dense 
crowd of excited people, who gave vent to their feelings of 
detestation for the prisoner in frequent murmurs. One 
-of the witnesses insulted the counsel for the defence, who 
‘thereupon threatened to retire from the case unless he was 
protected by the court. While the advocate for the defence 
“was reading some letters, another advocate, who hap- 
‘pened to be the brother of the man alleged to have been 
murdered, cried out, “It is disgraceful; they insult the 
memory of my brother.” The spectators began to shout 
and to threaten vengeance on the prisoner’s advocate. A 
panic seized the female part of the audience, who fled 
‘from thecourt. The president also prudently disappeared 
from the bench, and the sitting was suspended. Next 
morning the court was guarded by a picket of fifty sol- 
diers, who seem to have succeeded in preventing further 
‘disturbances. 


— 


A SOMEWHAT NOVEL MODE of settling a dispute between 
‘neighbours appears to have been adopted by Lord 
Coleridge at the Leeds assizes last Saturday, in a case of 
Hirst v. Lee. The action, says the Times reporter, was for 
damages for nuisances to the premises of the plaintiff by 
reason of the defendant’s boiling bones near to the plain- 
tiff's premises, and throwing manure heaps against the 
wall of the plaintiff’s house, causing the damp to come 
through, and building a dovecote close to the window of 
the house, so that the plaintiff’s children were bitten by 
fleas from the dovecote, and large quantities of flies came 
into the plaintiff's house from the manure heaps, &. 
The house occupied by the plaintiff belonged to his wife, 
who swore that the damp from the manure heaps had 
come through the walls of the house, that the smell from 
tthe bones was offensive, that the fleas bit the children, and 
that the defendant boiled tripe and trotters and brought 
them past the plaintiff's windows. After the examination 
-of this witness, counsel left the matter in his lordship’s 
‘hands, and his lordship, holding that the circumstances de- 
tailed by the plaintifi’s wife disclosed “nosubstantialinter- 
ference with the comforts of life,” directed a verdict to be 
entered for the defendant, each party to pay his own costs, 
and he further directed that the house should be conveyed 
by the plaintiff to the defendant at his expense, The last 
conveyance of the property showed that it was worth £48. 
‘The value would therefore be taken at £50 and 10 per cent. 
‘hould be added as for a compulsory sale, making the price 
ito the defendant £55. 





Tut Supreme Court of the United States has been re- 
cently occupied with a case of considerable difficulty, and 
involving considerations of some interest to the owners 
of animals employed for useful purposes, and especially, 
perhaps, to the owner of the Carisbrook ass, unless in- 





deed, as appeared to us when we saw him, he treads the 


big wheel round not at the bidding of any master, but for 
his own sober amusemeni, and it muy be for the en- 
couragement of water-drinking. It seems, from the 
report in the Aljany Law Journgl; that in New York 
there is a society for the preventtén of cruelty to animals 
which has of late been actively prosecuting numerous 
offenders. Among others, a Mr. Walker was charged with 
cruelty to his dog. It appeared from the evidence that 
the animal (a mastiff) was discovered by an officer of the 
society working a treadmill at a cider press. The result 
of the case was that the owner was fined twenty-five 
dollars. The case was taken by way of appeal to the 
Supreme Court, where the counsel for the defendant urged 
that there was no cruelty proved; that there was no evi- 
dence of malice; that the dog was employed for a useful 
purpose ; and that, if his neck was chained, there was no 
proof that it was not done casually. District-Attorney 
Phelps, in reply, argued that the treadmill had long been 
recognized as a method of legal prison discipline and 
punishment, and cited ‘‘Old Bailey Kxperiences’’ and 
“Webster's Dictionary.” At the conclusion of the argu- 
ment the court took time to consider. 








COSTS OF CRIMINAL PROSECUTIONS. 


TuE following is the Treasury minute, dated the 29th of 
January, 1875 :— 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer states to the 
Board that her Majesty's Government have had under 
consideration the arrangements adopted under the 
authority of a Treasury minute of the 25th of July, 1857, 
for the examination of costs of prosecutions at assizes and 
sessions, and under the summary statutes, prior to their 
repayment to the counties and boroughs in England. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer observes that the arrange- 
ments in question formed the subject of a discussion in the 
House of Commons on the 15th of March, 1872, and that 
the late Government then undertook fully to consider the 
whole question, and to remedy, as far as possible, the ob- 
jections to which this system of examination had given 
rise. It appears to have been then contemplated that the 
Bill for the appointment of public prosecators, at that 
time before the House of Commons, and into which the 
late Government proposed to introduce clauses with a view 
to relieve the jurisdictions of these costs, and to provide for 
their payment directly by Government officers out of 
public funds, would have removed the objections to which 
the re-examination of the costs in question, after their 
payment by the jurisdictions, had given rise. This Bill, 
however, did not become law, and, although measures 
have since been adopted by the Treasury with a view to 
afford to the jurisdictions fuller facilities for explaining 
doubtfal or disputed items than the course of examination 
had theretofore permitted, with the result, as the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer believes, of preventing much loss 
to local funds, it is nevertheless the fact that the objec- 
tions above referred to have not been removed; and Sir 
Stafford Northcote states that, in the opinion of her 
Majesty’s Government, some alteration of the existing 
practice is called for. It is, perbaps, inevitable that dis- 
satisfaction should have been felt by the authorities at 
losses sustained through the reduction of costs, which are 
not in all cases controlled by officers of their own, but 
which, nevertheless, the county or borough treasurer is 
compelled by statute to pay at sight, on the production of 
an order of the court. On the other hand, some examina- 
tion of these claims appears to have been imperatively 
called for, by the fact that within two or three years of 
the time when a vote was taken to repay these costs in 
fall, and they were paid without any scrutiny, they were 
found to exceed by more than a fifth the amount of the 


average of the preceding years, when a moiety only wag ~ 


repaid, without, as far as is known, any increase of crime 
or other cause to account legitimately for the difference. 
The course of examination, moreover, pursued by the 
Treasury was based upon principles entirely analogoas to 
those whicu govern the distribution of all public money 
under the authority of the Board, the object being to see 
that the claims preferred were such as the vote was in- 
tended to meet, that they were properly vouched and ex- 
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plained, and were in conformity with the authorized scales 
and regulations. Any failure to satisfy these conditions 
necessarily entailed the disallowance of the claim as 
against the vote, and although the jarisdiction might feel 
this as a hardship, it must be observed that the Treasury 
was in no sense directly represented at the original ascer- 
tainment of the allowances which it had undertaken to 
repay, nor does it appear, having regard to the number of 
feparate courts which are periodically held in the counties 
and boroughs of England, that it would be practicable to 
devise any plan to enabie Treasury officers to assist gene- 
rally at the taxation, except at a cost so great as entirely 
to preclude the adoption of such a course. In deciding 
as to the alterations of the present.practice which it will 
be desirable to introduce, the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
proposes to leave the payment of these costs (as the 
statute bas placed it) upon local fands, but in providing 
for the reimbursement of the local purse, he would draw a 
distinction between the costs incurred in cases at assizes 
and at sessions respectively. At the assizes the “ proper 
officer’’ of the court by whom the costs are ascertained 
and allowed is the clerk of assize, or,in the counties pala- 
tine of Lancaster and Durham, the clerks of the Crown. 
These officers cannot, in the ordinary acceptation of the 
words, be termed officers of the Government or of the 
Treasury. ‘ihe clerks of assize are appointed by the 
senior judge on the circuit for the time being, and are 
understood to hold their offices for life ; they are officers 
of the court and responsible to the judge for the proper 
conduct of the administrative business of the assizes, and 
their only relation to the Treasury consists, since they 
have been remunerated by salary in lieu of fees, in the 
fixing of that salary, and in the paymect of it from a vote 
which is administered by the Treasury. The clerks of 
the Crown are equally, in the exercise of their functions, 
independent of Treasury control. On the other hand, if 
the clerks of assize are not officers of the Treasury, they 
are still lees amenable in their taxation to the local autho- 


rities of the counties and boroughs which they visit at the , 


time when the assizes are held; and experience has shown 
that, although they will not refuse to answer inquiries 
preferred by the local authorities as to any matter con- 
nected with costs on which the Treasury might desire 
explanation, they do not consider it a part of their duty 
to supply this information. The result, therefore, of any 
reduction of costs which have been allowed by a clerk of 
assize, and paid by the local treasurer on his certificate, 
whether euch redyction arises from defective information 
or from deviations from a scale, is to impose a loss upon 
the jurisdiction in a matter over which it has no control, 
and for which it cannot be held responeible in the same 
degree as if the taxation had been conducted by an 
oficer of its own. For these reasons it has been 
decided that in all cases in which a claim is 
preferred to repayment of costs authorized by courts of 
oyer and termicer and general gaol delivery, such repay- 
ment eha)!, from the time appointed for giving effect to 
this regulation, be made to the jurisdiction in fail, subject, 
however, to the following conditions—that the claims 
are preferred half-yearly in the same manner as at 
present, accompanied by the orders of court and certifi- 
cates in proper form, with the receipts of the witnesses 
attached for the payments made to them, and that the 
lence specified in the order is one in respect of which 
the statutes give costs, or in which the costs have hitherto 
been regarded as repayable from the grant of Parliament. 
Athough no examination of the orders and certificates 
will be made with a view to the disallowance or reduction 
Of any items which they may contain, my lords consider 
it highly desirable that such examination should 
still be inetituted for the purpuse of detecting and 
moting errors or deviations from anthorized scales 
and regulations which may be found in such orders. 
They have recently been furnished with particulars of the 
dissilowaneces made under several heads in the years 1872 
and 1672, and they find that in the first of these years the 
gums disallowed {rom orders at the assizes, owing to errors 
in the certificates, and non-observance of the scales and 
reguiations of the & A Bate, amounted to £605, 
and in the year 1874 to £562. \t will, therefore, be 
aypperen Usat aithough the jurisdictions are no longer to 
bear any iveset arising from errors of this description in 


assize cases, it will be necessary in the interests of the 
public funds to guard as far as possible against the recur. 
rence or increase of irregular payments of this nature, ang 
my lords reserve to themselves to consider how this cag 
best be effected. It must, however, be observed in the 
next place that if the taxation at assizes is not conducted 
by officers responsible to the local jurisdictions, the same 
cannot be said to be the case at the sessions. The taxing 
officers are there the clerks of the peace, who ia counties 
are appointed by the Lord Lieutenant, bat are subject to 
dismissal by the justices in quarter sessions, and in 
boroughs are appointed by the town council, and who are 
therefore amenable to the local authorities for the proper 
discharge of their duties. [/ do-s not appear that the ir. 
regularities which have caused disallowances from the 
claims at assizes are less noticeable in cases at the sessions; 
| My lords find, on referring to the particulars of disallow. 
ances before mentioned, that in 1872 sams amount 
ing altogether to £2,551 were disallowed on account 
of errors in the certificates, and non-observance of the 
scales, in sessions cases, while in 1873, the disallowances 
from the same causes amounted to £2,425, The attention 
of the local authorities has been repeatedly drawn to the 
necessity of a proper observance of scales and regalations 
in the ascertainment of costs, but not with entire success, 
as these figures show. The considerations which have 
prompted the Government to repay the costs at assizes 
without holding the local authorities responsible for errors 
which may have been committed, do not apply in the same 
degree to the costs at sessions, where the taxation is con- 
ducted by local officers ; and if the present system of ex- 
amination and disallowance is not to be Continued as re« 
gards these latter costs, it will be better, with a view to 
| prevent irregular claims on the one hand, and on the other 
to allay the dissatisfaction which is now felt by the juris- 
dictions, that the repayment in sessions cases should be 
adjusted on the principle of a commuted sum for each 
prosecution, ascertained by taking a separate average for 
each county and borough of the number of prosecutions, 
and of the amounts allowed in previous years. The Chan. 
cellor of the Exchequer recommends to the Board to 
adopt an arrangement of this nature, which should, he 
considers, come into effect at the same time as the full re- 
payment of the costs in assizs cases. My lords agree 
with this recommendation, and will take steps to carry it 
out. It appears to their lordships that a similar mode of 
repayment may also well be adopted for cases under the 
Criminal Justice and Juvenile Offenders’ Acts, as in these 
cases the fees and rates of allowance should be very nearly 
uniform throughout England. My lords consider that the 
commuted sum to be allowed henceforth for each prosecu- 
tion at sessions and under the summary statutes, should be 
ascertained by taking the number of prosecutions in the 
three years preceding the 30th of June, 1874, in each 
separate jurisdiction, and the amounts allowed, after exami- 
nation at the Treasury, to the jurisdiction in respect 
thereof during the same period, and dividing the second by 
the first, the result will give the sum to be allowed for 
each prosecution for the future, irrespective of the number 
of prisoners which such prosecution may embrace. It will 
be possible in this way to effect a near approximation to the 
yments which have been hitherto made; and in their 
ordships’ opinion the experiment should be tried for three 
years, at the end of which time it is to be understood 
that it will be open to revision, by taking a fresh average 
of the actual costs of the then preceding three years, 
should cireumstances appear to call for it. 1t will be neces- 
sary that the claims for cases at sessions and under the 
sammary statutes should be sent to the Treasury half-yearly, 
as heretofore, accompanied by the vouchers. No examination 
of the latter will be made with a view to disallowance or 
reduction, but the examination will be limited to seeing that 
the order is (as in cases at the assizes before referred to) ia 
proper form, and that the offence specified therein is one in 
respect of which the statutes give costs, or in which the 
conte have hitherto been repaid from the vote of Parliament. 
If these conditions aro satisfied, the commuted eum will thea 
be allowed in respect of each prosecution, The vouchers in 
these cases willin the first instance be retained for 
tical purposes, and with a view to # possible revision at 
end of three years, but every facility will be afforded to any 
jurisdiction which may desire to inspect thom, or to have 
them returned. My lords will horesficr cause the decisis 
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st which her Majesty’s Government have arrived in regard 
the manner of repaying costs of prosecutions, and which 
jsset forth in this minute, to be notified to the saveral juris- 
dictions; and they are of opinion that, with a view to uni- 
formity, it will be desirable that the new system should 
commence in every care with the payments for the hulf-year 
ending 31st December, 1874, the vouchers for which are now 
incourse of transmission to the Treasury, and the examina- 
tim and repayment of which would not, in ordivary course, 
becompleted before the commencement of the next finan- 
cial year. The interval which will elapse will not be more 
than sufficient to enable an average to be taken for the pur- 
poses of the repayment in sessions cases. 

There is one further point in respect of which their 
lordships feel that some action is imperatively required, 
with a view, not only to prevent loss to the jurisdictions, 
but also to guard the public purse against irregular 
aims. They refer to the number of instances in which, 
ander tables still in force, obsolete and irregular fees are 
paid to clerks of the peace and justices’ clerks. The only 
result of such tables is that in jurisdictions where they 
gtill are found the expense of a prosecution is much 
greater than in other localities where the authorities have 
had their tables revised to adapt them to modern law and 
practice. In their lordships’ opinion, these differences 
cannot any longer be defended. The Secretary of State 
has established a uniform scale of allowances to prose- 
putors and witnesses, under the Act of 14 & 15 Vict. c. 
55; and he has power, under the Act of 11 & 12 Vici. c. 43, 
to settle tables of fees for clerks of the peace and justices’ 
dlerks, upon the same being submitted to him by the 
justices in quarter sessions, and by the councils in boroughs, 
but he is unable to take the initiative in such revision. 
It was proposed by the Public Prosecators Bill to make 
it compulsory on all jurisdictions to send up their tables 
to the Home Office for revision within a defined period, 
and their lordships trust that legislation with this object 
will be again attempted, so as to insure, as far as possible, 
uniformity of allowance in these tables. 








CHAMPERTY AND MAINTENANCE IN 
AMERICA. 


Mz, ReprieEtp, inthe American Law Register for February, 
appends the following comments to a case of Richardson v. 
Rowland, in which it was held that the law of champerty 
and maintenance is not a part of the common law of 
New York :— 


“The subject of champerty and maintenance is, in itself 
considered, one of very considerable practical importance 
in connection with the general administration of justice. 
Scarcely a term passes in any of our higher courts that 
actions are not found, coming, more or leas, into the cate- 
gory of champerty or maintenance. The parties find their 
Witnesses absent and scattered over the country on the 
veryeve of an impending trial, suddenly pushed on in 
consequence of other cases failing to be tried. Im such 
emergencies the neighbours and families of the respective 
parties volunteer to run all night, in every direction, to 
gather up the loiterers or the fugitives. In the early 
days of the common law, when maintenance received a 
more extended constraction, such aid in supporting suits, 
especially where, as is more commonly the fact now, 
Money was advanced by these volunteer friends to meet 
the exigencies of the witnosses, either for transportation 
Or support, would clearly come within the definition of 
‘maintaining suits,’ thus subjecting the well-meaning 
friends of the parties to very serious ponal consequences, 

“But that state of thing has long since passed away in 
England, and never had any existence in this country. 
Tn Cockell vy. Taylor, 15 Boavan, 103, it was held no offence 
for one to advance money to one of the parties to a suit, 
the plant in this case, for the recovery of a fund, to 
tnable him to prosecute his suit, and to take a mortgage 
Upon the property in contest for the security of the money 
fadvanced, And there is no rule bettér settled now than 
that one is not guilty of maintenance in making a dond fide 

nse of choses in action: Thalthimer vy, Brinckerhoff, 3 
iD, 645; Danforth v. Streeter, 28 Vt, 400—496, So the 
aignment of rights of entry upon land has been held no 
co Under statutes against champerty and maintenance ; 








Oldham v. Rowan, 4 Bibb, 545 ; Denn v.Bissant, Coxe, 220: 
Lewis v. Bell, 17 How. U.S. 617; Kellar v. Bianchard, 21 
La. Ann, 38. So advancing money to enable one to prose- 
cute his suit has been held no offence : Perine v. Dunn, 3 
Johns. Ch. 508. And a promise to pay money for land in 
suit in consideration of a deed of the same, the amount to 
be dependent upon the event of the suit, but a portion to 
be paid at once and before the suit is determined. is not 
champerty: Nichols v. Bunting, 3 Hawks. 86. But the 
purchase of pretended titles to land of those out of posses- 
sion, in order to disturb the tenants in possession, 
was held an indictable cffence in Massachusetts, at an 
early day, without any special statute : Swett v. Poor, 11 
Mass. 553; Everenden v. Beaumont, 7 Id. 78; Woleot v. 
Knight, 6 Id. 421; Brinley v. Whiting, 5 Pick. 359; 
Lathrop v. Amherst Bank, 9 Met. 489. 

“But in Kentucky it has been held not unlawful for 
one employing counsel to institute proceedings against one 


for slander, to stipulate to pay such counsel a per-centum ~ 


upon the amount recovered: Evans v. Bell, 6 Dana, 479. 
So ulso of a contract to pay the attorney prosecuting a 
suit for land one-half its value: Wilhite v. Roberts, 4 
Dana, 172. And in Hovey v. Hobson, 51 Me. 65, while 
the judges concur in holding that by the adoption cf the 
common law of champerty and maintenance by the Massa- 
chusetts courts, while their jurisdiction extended over the 
state of Maine, it unquestionably obtains there, except a3 
modified by statute, they still consider that under these 
statutes rights of entry upon land must be held assignable : 
R. St. c. 73, 8.1. And in other states it has been held 
no objection to a contract with the attorney prosecuting a 
suit, that he was to have hal! or any portion of the sum re- 
covered : Moody v. Harper, 38 Miss. 599 ; Ryan v. Mars 
tin, 16 Wisc. 57. But see Underwood vy. Riley, 19 Wise. 
412; Stearns vy. Felker, 28 Id. 594. 

“Some of the states do not seem to regard the rules of 
the common law as to champerty and maintenance as in 
full operation, independent of statutes: Schoferman v. 
O' Brien, 28 Md. 565. But in others the courts refuse to 
adopt the rule that counsel may stipulate for a portion of 
the avails of the suit over and above all expenses ont of 
pocket : Broadman v. Thompson, 25 lowa, 487. 

“ We have thus referred sutliciently to the decisions in 
the different states to show that the law of champerty and 
maintenance is not regarded as having much stringency of 
operation independent of special statutes. This is the 
second question involved in this case, which seems to us of 
great moment. Where, as in the American states, the 
criminal code is exclusively statutory, <r mainly so, it seems 
to us most unfortunate to allow a loophole to remain open 
for the admission of certain offen es as existing at common 
law. It isso loose and indefinite, and so liable to abuse, 
that tyranny itself could not desire a more effective instru- 
ment. And we trust thxt where such offences have been 
recognized by the courts, the Legislature will feel the indis- 
pensable import»nce of having them clearly defined by sup-- 
plementary statates, and all further constructive offences, as 
existing at common law, strictly prohibited in the future. 

‘We do not object to declaring contracts which tend 
needlessly to the fostering of useless litigation or specula- 
tion in lawsuits, void and inoperative upon general priuei- 
ples of sound policy and good order, The rule adopted in 
Ohio, that where there is no statute against champerty 
and maintenance no one can be punished criminally for 
the offence, as at common law, but that the courts will 


not give effect to champertous contracts, upon the general , 


principle that they are contrary to sound policy and the 
good order of social life, is very just: Aew v. Vedtter, 3 
Hammond, 132.” 


It is stated in a parliamentary return that from the S0th 
of January, 1874, to the 30th of January last, there were 
nineteen election petitions tried in England, four ja Seot- 
land, and four in Ireland. The largest amount of taxed 
costs to a respondent was £805 10s, at Barnstaple, and the 
smallest, £110 13s, 4d. at Bolton, In Ireland the costs te 
unseat members were respectively £264 18s, Sd. at Maye, 
$80 198, lod, at Athlone, and £722 17s. Sd. at Galway, In 
Scotland, to unseat a member at Wigtown there were no 
costs ; £199 19s, Od. at Renfrewshire, where the member 
was seated; and £128 Las, Sd. on the second petition at 
Wigtown Burghs. 
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General Correspondence. 


Tue Dextors Act, 1869. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal] 

Sir,—The following appeared in the Times of yester- 
day :— 

At Westminster, Mr. Thomas Francis Wright, described as 
a journalist, of 1, Hare-court, Fleet-street, and 18, Shawfield- 
street, King’s-road, Chelsea, was charged on a warrant with ob- 

taining goods by false pretences. Mr. Smyth prosecuted, and 
in opening the case stated that he intended to charge the de- 
fendant with a fraud under the second part of the Imprisonment 
for Debt Act, 1869. The defendant had gone to different trades- 
men in Chelsea and obtained gcods on credit, for which he had 
never paid. On purchasing the goods he gave in his card as a 
member of the Civil and Military Club, and promised to pay for 
the goods on delivery at his house. The goods were sent, but 
were never paid for, and his clients, in the interests of trade in 
=, wished an example to be made. Mr. Alfred Ebenezer 

hultz, a wine merchant, of 21, King’s-road, Chelsea, said the 
defendant, with a lady, ordered a quantity of cooper, some 
whisky, and some rum, and gave his card—T. F. Wright, 
journalist, 1, Hare-court, Fleet-street. The goods were sent 
to Shawfield-street, but he had never been paid for them, 
although the transaction was to be aready-money one. Thede- 
fendant said he had been a member of the club, but had left 
some time. He had occupied chambers at Hare-court for 
eighteen months. Mr. Schultz, in answer to the magistrate, 
said that on the faith of the card he gave credit; he had since 
been to the house and asked for the goods. Thomas Moore, an 
ironmonger, of 91, King’s-road, said that under similar circum- 
stances he had let the prisoner have goods, but had never been 
aoa The defendant said he had offered the meney, but the 

y had no change. Witness denied this. John Campbell, 
manager to Mr. George Nicholls, butter and cheese merchant, 
of King’s-road, Chelsea, said the defendant ordered two rabbits, 
and some pork, to be paid for on delivery, but the money was 
not forthcoming ; he also gave one of the cards produced. De- 
fendant said he had had many dea'ings with the witness and 

id him; his name was in the Directory in three places. 
eo Giles, the warrant officer, said he apprehended the 
prisoner. Mr. Barstow could not see that any offence had been 
committed. Mr. Smyth submitted that a remand was necessary 
for the production of the secretary of the club to prove the falsity 
of the defendant’s assertion. Mr. Barstow refused to adjourn 
the case ; the prosecution had had plenty of time to bring up their 
witnesses. Mr. Smyth submitted that the difficulty of appre- 
hension had thrown them back. In an experience of twenty- 
three years he had never had such an application refused. He 
had no objection to the defendart being admitted to bail if he 
was arespectableman. Mr. Barstow said he would do nothing 
of the sort. Mr. Smyth then asked that his clients might be 
bound over to prosecute the defendant to trial under the Vexa- 
tious Indictments Act. Mr. Barstow said that Act did not reach 
the Act of 1869. Mr. Smyth quoted the 18th section of the Act 
of 1869, which, he urged, embodied the provisions of the 
Vexatious Indictrsenta Act. Mr. Barstow said he thought the 
€ase would turn out to be one of the “ Long Virm”’ affairs when 
he granted the warrant, but the evidence showed tnat it was 
rat f one of simple contract debt, and the process of the court 

been put to a disgraceful use in this attempt to enforce 
payment. He discharged the defendant. 

I quote this case because I want to draw attention to 
what I believe is the fact, that under sub-section 1 of sec- 
tion 13 of the Debtors Act, 1869, no debtor has been even 
committed for trial unless he bas been guilty of some- 
thing which was a crime before that Act was passed. 

I venture to submit that this view, which was apparently 
taken by the magistrate in the recent case, is wrong. 
The criminal law was, by the Debtors Act, 1869, expressly 
widened to cover cases of “simple contract debt,” under 
certain circumstances. 

The full title of the Debtors Act, 1869, is as follows :— 
“ An Act for the abolition of imprisonment for debt, for 
the punishment of fraudulent debtors, and for other purposes.” 
The first part of the Act is headed, “ Abolition of im- 
prisonment for debt.” ‘Ihe second part, which includes 
section 13, sub-section 1, under which the proceedings in 
the above-quoted case took place, is headed, “ Punish- 
ment of fraudulent debtors.” This sub-section is a 
substantive enactment, rendering any person guilty 
of a misdemeanour, and liable to one year’s imprison- 
ment, with or without hard labour, if, in incurring 
any debt or liability, he has obtained credit under 
false pretences, or by means of other fraud; so it 
expressly applice to cases (to use the magistrate’s own 





a 
words) “ of simple contract debt.”” Whilst the Legislatany 
intended to abolish imprisonment as regards the honeg 
debtor, they intended the dishonest debtor to be 
asacriminal. If this ig not so, what is the meaning of 
the words, ‘“‘any other fraud”? They cannot mean 
‘false pretences,” because the use of the words “ 
other fraud,” in addition to the words ‘‘ false pretengeg” 
shows that something beyond false pretences was meant, 
But prior to the Debtors Act, 1869, the words “ frang” 
and ‘‘ false pretences,” as applied to a single person (i.e, 
not to a conspiracy), were convertible, and I submit that 
the words “by any other fraud,” simply area verbose way 
of saying “ dishonestly.” 

I commend this sub-section, and the words, ‘* any other 
fraud ”—particularly the word “‘ other ’—to the considera. 
tion of those who administer the law. A CReEpiTor, 

March 30. 








A Novetry. 
[Zo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—The enclosed is cut out of the Liverpool Courier of 
yesterday. Witt. Barttert, 
22, North John-street, Liverpool, 
March 31. 


[The following is the advertisement referred to. } 


LOYD, EDWARDS, & LLOYD, ATTORNEYS and SOLICITORS, 
RUTHIN.—This Firm having been Dissolved, and Mr. Wi 
Lloyd having since died, Mr. E. H. Epwarps begs respectfully to offer 

his services to the Clients of'the late firm. For eight and a half 
past he conducted its business in every department. He reco 
with pleasure the kind reception he met with from the Clients when he 
first joined the firm, andthe congratulations to the late Mr. Lloyd on 
that occasion. He trusts that his diligence, care, and consideration for 
the interests of the Clients, high and humbie alike, at all times, wil 
have been appreciated. 

20, Castle-street, Ruthin, 22d March, 1875. 





Leases OF City Property. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 

Sir,—Much trouble and loss having been recently sus. 
tained by owners of property for whom I (as their surveyor) 
have been concerned, by the omission of the following pro- 
visions in leases, I hope you will allow me to bring them 
under the notice of solicitors, through the medium of your 
journal. 

1. Provision for the landlord or his agent to show the 
premises to intending tenants or purchasers during the last 
six months of the term, at suitable hours on certain week 
days, and to enable the landlord to exhibit, during the like 
period, a notice of a specified size on the premises, al- 
nouncing that they are to be let or sold, 

2. In letting city or other centrally situated property, 
generally let in floors or offices, a clause, in the event of 
the lessee desiring to assign or underlet, referring, in case 
of dispute, the trade, profession, or business of the proposed 
urder-tenant to the arbitration of an umpire, whose decision 
shall be final. ‘This would obviate the necessity of much 
fighting between lessor’s and lessee’s solicitor as to the arbi- 
trary right of the lessor torefuse his licence to assign or under- 
let to a trade not specially excepted or prohibited by the 
lease, but nevertheless often involving, in the city, &e., 
loss of tone to the building and a great increase of premium 
for insurance against fire on the whole building, and which 
would then form matter for special adjustment as between 
lessor and lessee. 

3. That for any act done by lessse which renders the 
premises liable to inhabited house duty (where they form 
part only of a house)—a serious tax on city properly— 
he (the lessee) shall indemnify the lessor against payne 
thereof, as under the present interpretation of the Act very 
little is necessary to nena mp Cove let Y ofewh 80 
liable (vide decisions of the judges on the appeal cases). 

— Hunsent Bras, 

6, King William-street, .C., March 31. 


————— eee 


A letter from St. Petersburg, published in the Memorial 
Diplomatique of Paris, states that some ladies have f 
a society with a view of qualifying themselves for the bar, 
and demanding permission to plead after undergoing the 
prescribed examination. 
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Sucieties. 


ARTICLED CLERKS’ SOCIETY. 

A meeting of this society was held at Clement’s-inn 
fiall on Wednesday last. A paper was read on the “ Life 
and Influence of Lord Mansfield,” which was followed by 
gn interesting discussion. 

JAW UNION FIRE AND LIFE INSURANCE 
COMPANY. 


The annual meeting was held on Wednesday last at the 
offices of the company, James Cuppon, Esq ., the chairman 
presiding. 

Mr. F. McGenpy (actuary and secretary) read the notice 
convening the meeting, and the minutes of the preceding 
annual meeting. The directors’ report and statement of 
accounts having been circulated among the shareholders 
were taken as read. 

The CualrMAN, after referring to the death of their late 
chairman, Sir William Fcster, said—Twenty years have 
rolled by since we commenced operations, and those 
amongst us who shared in the labours of that commence- 
ment cannot but be gratified to see that the hopes and ex- 

tations then entertained have been so well realized. I 
am sure it is satisfactory to all who are now interested in 
the company, whetler as shareholders or as assured, to 
observe the gradual increase in its prosperity from one 
quinquennial period to another, as exemplified in the re- 
port before you. The result is a sound present gross in- 
come of just £110,000 a year (of which about £25,000 are 
net fire premiums), with well-invested funds and assets 
row amounting to £425,000. The mere fact, however, of 
having large funds, even if reckoned by millions, is ob- 
viously of but little avail unless they are more than, or at 
all events fully commensurate with, the liabilities, properly 
estimated. That isthe material point to be borne in mind, 
rather than the actual amount of the funds themselves. 
The amount of the premiums on the new business of the 
past year, in the fire and life departments, collectively ex- 
ceeds £15,000, and there is good reason to hope that in the 
future there may bean increase rather than a diminution of 
this amount. The new lifepremiums during the past year 
might have been expected to exceed the amount produced, 
mamely, above £8,200. But during the course of the 
year extraordinary circumstances occurred—forsome seven 
or eight proposals averaging about £5,000 each were de- 
lined as being in our judgment undesirable—but the con- 


nections of the company, I submit, should b ed by ! 
ate ings ect | { company, viz., that those reversions may fairly be considered 


the amount of business offered or proposed, rather than 
by the amount accepted—so that in effect the connection 
in the life department has during the past year improved, 
while the new business in the fire department shows a 
satisfactory increase. While speaking of new premium 
income, I wish to draw your attention to the fact that 
there must each year be a falling off in the old income by 
lapses and surrenders, and through the cessation of premiums 
on life policies becoming claims, so that what we have to 
aim at is an actual increase after taking all these deduc- 
tions into account. These considerations suffice to show 
the shareholders the great importance of their combined 
and steady efforts to promote the business of the company. 
T feel confident that all will be content with the suggested 
dividend of fifteen per cent. The directors have endeavoured 
to make the dividends as free from fluctuation as possible, 
and they feel that the true interests of the proprietors are 
best promoted by the system adopted of keeping in 
hand a fund to meet the contingency of an unfavourable 

iod during the current quinquennium. You will observe 

t it is proposed to appropriate £2,500 from the fire profits 
for the purpose of making the fire paid-up capital an even 
sum of £40,000—an arrangement which I trust will meet 
with your approbation. It may be well to remind you that 
the fire and life funds are quite separate—with distinct and 
not — liabilities. Tho question of the safety and general 
condition of life insurance companies has, you will remem- 
ber, of late been prominently before the public. It is a 
public question undoubtedly of the most serious importance, 
and as regards each company it is, of course, a vital question 
tO many of the parties concerned ; but fortunately it is a 
question as to which there is no difficulty in forming a 





correct opinion, so as to feel perfectly confident and fully 
satisfied. You are all aware that the Government now re- 
quires from each life insurance office a return showing the 
condition of its affairs, and stating the foundation of the 
calculations on which the valuations are made. I think, 
while these requirements are highly bencficial to the public, 
it would be advantageous that a strict principle of valuation 
should be obligatory in all cases, Every man, who does not 
wish to delude himself on looking into his affairs, estimates his 
assets at the lowest and his liabilities at the highest reason- 
able sum. In investigating the company’s affairs we have 
strictly adhered to this sound and safe principle. It appears 
that valuation returns have been made to the Board of 
Trade by eighty insurance offices. Out of these I observe 
that forty-one offices have in their life insurance valuation 
assumed a rate of interest of only £3 per cent. We have 
also in our life insurance valuation assumed only £3 per 
cent., and I need hardly point out to you that as the 
average rate of interest on our investments is just £4 10s. 
per cent,, there must by reason of the great difference 
annually between these two rates be in this respect a large 
future profit. Again, in valuing the yearly life premiums 
payable to the company, the net premiums, which, according 
to the tables, would suffice to meet the risks, have alone 
been taken into account, and no part of the loading, or 
addition to those net premiums paid by the insured—in 
fact, amounting to more than £10,000 a year—bas been 
valued at all, and here again isa large future profit and 
also a fund for future expenses. Again, as to the proba- 
bilities of life, though in the valuation we used the Carlisle 
table, and which is adopted by thirty-seven out of the 
eighty offices above referred to, which is a stricter 
test than some other tables which are not unfre- 
quently adopted, yet our cautious and prudent 
actuary has, I am glad to say, added some thousands to the 
estimated amount of liability as deduced by the Carlisle table 
with 3 per cent. and net premiums. I| do not intend to 
state, or even to hint, that other companies which may 
assuine arate of interest of 3}, 3}, or 4 per cent., or which 
may use any other table less strict than the Carlisle table, 
or which may value the whole or some part of the loading to 
the net premiums, are pursuing a dangerous course ; but 
what I wish to impress upon you is that we are acting 
in an exceedingly cautious and prudent manner, and that 
in point of fact we might without any great imprudence, or 
perhaps without any actual imprudence at all, have brought 
out a much larger surplus, but that we preferred a principle 
of valuation, which makes it quite improbable that there 
will exist in the future any necessity for retracing our 
steps. Besides the points I have touched upon, I may 

an observation in regard to the reversions purchased by the 


as yielding a profit of some thousands not taken into account 
in the valuation. I hope I am not mistaken in supposing 
that when the necessary calculations in detail are fully 
completed it will appear that there will be a reversionary 
bonus for the past five years of about 1} per cent. per 
annum on the sums assured under policies entitled to share in 
the profits. You will remember that in 1873 we paid a sum for 
claims in the life department much beyond the expecta- 
tion—for it happened during that year that five heavy 
policies became claims for an aggregate amount of £20,000 
or thereabouts, and what gives me additional confidence 
and satisfaction is that notwithstanding the unusaal excess 
of claims during that year the results of the whole quin- 
quenniam are so favourable. It has been determined to 
recommend the setting aside a sum so as to appropriate 
to those policies which may fall in before the next division 
of profits, and ou which three premiums shall have been paid 
since 30th of November, 1874, a bonus of one per cent. per 
annum on the sum assured. The appropriation of a sum 
by way of contingent or intermediate bonus is adopted by 
some offices and appears to be rather popular. This is the 
firat step we have taken in that direction, and the board 
will observe its effect, so as on the occasion of the next 
division to be able to decide whether to recommend a car- 
tingent bonus in some shape as a permanent arrangement. 
There is one other point I wish to mention, and that is 
the expenses of management, I think those expenses have 
been kept within the narrowest limits which circumstances 
admitted of, Indeed, I am not aware of a single pound 
having been expended which could have been properly 
avoided, 
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Mr. C. Pewnerron (the deputy-chairman) seconded the 
motion, which was unanimously agreed to. 

Mr. T. G. Minis proposed the following resolution :— 
“ That the recommendation of the directors in their report 
now read, as to adding £2,500 to the paid-up capital of 
the fire department and as to the payment of dividend and 
bonus, be adopted, and that a dividend and bonus together 
after the rate of fifteen per cent. per annum, free of in- 
come tax, be paid to the shareholders upon the increased 
paid-up capital, namely, £60.000, for the financial year 
ending the 20th November, 1875.” 

Mr. James Warp (Sheerness) seconded the motion, and 
it was carried unanimously. 

Mr. F.C. Greesxriztp moved the re-election of the re- 
tiring directors, which was seconded by Mr. Georce Hype, 
and carried unauimousiy. 

Mr. Theodore Waterhonse, the shareholders’ auditor, 
and Mr. Darley, the directors’ auditor, were also re- 
elected. 

Mr. Gronct Hype moved that the sum of £2,000 per 
annum be voted to the directors, to commence from the 
current financial year. 


Mr. T. G. Mitts seconded the resolution, which was 
carried unanimously. 

Mr. N.S. E. Srginsere propoged that the sum of fifty 
guineas be paid to each of the auditors for his services 
during the past year. 

The motion was seconded by Mr. Hyog, and carried 
unanimously. 

_ The CHAIRMAN proposed that a special vote of thanks be 
given to Mr. McGedy for the great: assiduity, labour, and 
skill displayed by him in the preparation of the accounts, 
and also for his attention to the business of the company 
generally. 

Mr. C. Pexsrrron had great pleasure in seconding that 
motion, and also in bearing testimony to Mr. McGedy's 
great ability and zeal in the interests of the company. 

Mr. Strivserc also bore testimony to the admirable 
manner in which Mr. McGedy had conducted the business, 
and said that if he erred at all it had been on the side of 
caution. 

Mr. F. R. Warp and Mr. Grorce Hype also supported 
the motion, which was carried unanimously. 

The CuatrsNn proposed that the thavks of the share- 
holders be voted to Mr. Sogers, manager of the fire de- 
partment, and the other officers of the company. 

The resolntion was seconded and agreed to. 

Mr. McGepy, in returning thanks, congratulated the 
sharebolders generally on the satisfactory results of the 
valuation, which, as the chairman had said, was made on 
the strictest principles; and could conscientiously say 
that the reserves they had made were more thaa ample for 
every liability upon the books. It might be asked : 
' Why have you made such large reserves and not 
given us more bonus?” The reason was simply that the 
directors thought it better to have strong reserves, so that 
they should be able to maintain the bonus in future years, 
than to give a larger bonus then, and perhaps in another 
five years have to reduce it. 

Mr. Stxinsexc suggested that the directors should 
consider whether some substantial mark might not be given 
to Mr. McGedy and Mr. Rogers of their appreciation of 
their services, and if that were done he felt sure it would 
meet with the sanction and approbation of the shareholders, 

Tbe Cuatnman said it would be considered in the ordi- 
nary course next week. 

Mr. E. Wiison proposed a vote of thanks to the chair- 
man, which ended the meeting. 








The Paris correspondent of the Standard says that a 
French provincial judge bas decided that an hotel keeper 
is bound to wake a traveller in the event of his wishing to 
leave by a certain night train. The judge beld that it was 
not on the duty of the hotel keeper to do so, but that he 
was liable to dameges if he refused or neglected ; at the same 
time the judge commented in strong terms on the practice 
of some hotel keepers of wilfully delaying the departure of 
travellers, and thereby making them pay for an extra day’s 
lodging. Im the case velore the court the hotel keeper 


was let off with a fine of thirty francs, it being his first 
offence of the kind. 





’ Henry 





aoe AERATED 


Appotutuarents, Ete. 


Mr. Anprew Rurnmerrurp Crark, advocate, has been 
elected a Curator of Patronage in the University of Edin 
burgh, in succession to Lord Neaves, whose tenure of 
office has expired. Mr. Clark is an LL.D. of the Univer. 
sity of Edinburgh, and was called to the Scotch bar in 
1849. He was Solicitor-General for Scotland from 1869 
to February, 1874, when he succeeded the present Lord 
Advocate in the post of Dean of Faculty. 


Mr. Georce Fietpine, solicitor and notary, of Dover, 
has been elected an Alderman for that borough. Mr, 
Fielding was admitted in'1849, and is secretary and soli. 
citor to the Dover Gas Company, and also registrar of the 
Dover County Court. 


Mr. Rrcuarp Foorner, solicitor, of Andover, has been 
appointed to the Town Clerkship of that borough, vacant 
by the resignation of his father, Mr. Harry Footner, who 
is also coroner for Andover, clerk to the boroagh justices, 
and registrar of the Andover County Court. Mr. R. Foot. 
ner was admitted a solicitor in 1859, and is in partnership 
with his father. He bas for some time acted as deputy 
town clerk, and is deputy registrar, coroner, and assistant 
magistrate’s clerk. 


Mr. Joon Matcona Luptow, barrister, has been ap- 
pointed Registrar of Friendly Societies, in succession to 
Mr. Augustus Keppel Stephenson, appointed Solicitor tothe 
Treasury. Mr. Ladlow was called to the bar at Lincoin’s- 
inn in Michaelmas Term, 1843, and is a conveyancer. He 
was secretary to the Friendly and Benefit Building 
Societies Commission ; he edited the “ Joint Stock Com. 
panies Winding-up Acts, 1848 and 1849,” and has pub- 
lished works on “ Progress of the Working Class,” and on 
other similar subjects. 


Mr. Tuomas CLarkson Rvss&t, solicitor, of 24, Coleman- 
street, E.C., and Highgate, has been appointed a London 
Commissioner to Administer Oaths in the Court of Common 
Pleas. 





The Town Council of Swansea have fixed Tuesday, the 
13th inst., as the latest day for receiving applications from 
candidates for the town clerkship of that borough. The 
salary is to be £700 per annum, but the new town clerk 
will be precluded from private practice. He will also be 
clerk to the Urban Sanitary Authority, and to the Burial 
Board. 


The Governors of Bridewell and Bethlehem Hospitals 
have appointed Monday, the 26th inst., for the election of 
@ solicitor to those institutions. Applications, %c., are to 
be forwarded to the clerk to the governors on or before 
Thursday, the 8th inst. 








LHeqal LEtems. 


At the assizes at Devizes, says the Times reporter, thir- 
teen of the charges were such as might have been left for 
trial at the quarter sessions on Tuesday next but for the 
obligation on the jadges to clear the gaol. In the course 
of his charge tothe grand jury, the Lord Chief Baron, 
referring to this, said— More than half the cases ought 
never to have been submitted to you, or brought before & 
judge of assize. They are cases that ought to have been 
dealt with at quarter sessions. Nine or ten of these are 
such 8 any one justice sitting in his study could bave dis- 
posed of most satisfactorily for the ends of justice, and 
hope some day or other some arrangement will be made in 
this county and others to relieve judges and grand jaries 
from inquiring into them.” 


The grand jury at Leeds, through their foreman, Sit 

Givers, made the iollowing presentment to Mr. 
Baron Amphlett :--“ The grand jury in concluding their 
duties, and bearing in mind the observations of bis lordship 
upon the increase of crimos of violence, beg permission 
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fully to invite the judges’ attention to the fact that 
in nearly all the cases that have come before them where 
yiolence has been committed, whether in aggravated assaults, 
or in the brutal beating of wives, or in the form of licentious 
outrages upon women, the exciting enuse has been strong 
drink, and the criminals are shown to have often issued from 
the publichouse or beerhouse in such a state as to have lost 
reason and self-control. Without offering any opinion on 
the efficacy of the different kinds of punishment, the grand 
jary believe that no degree of severity is sufficient to deter 
the drunkard whose blood is inflamed and whose mind is 
blinded and maddened by drink from acts of violence and 
gutvage; and it is, therefcre, in the interests of both the 
victims ard the perpetrators of these crimes—ia short, of the 
whole public—that attention should be drawn as well to the 
exciting cause as to the severer punishment of each offence.”’ 
fis lordship expressed his concurrence in the observations 
contained in the presentment. He said that in almost all 
the cases of crim+s of violence in the calendar drink seemed 
to be the prominent cause ; but he had also occasion to ob- 
serve that in many cases the persons who have suffered from 
the violence have accompanied the prisoners to publichonses, 
and have themselves become intoxicated and thus made them- 
selves an easy prey to the evil designs and violent conduct 
of other persons, 
The Lord Chief Justice was present on Wednesday at 


the annual dinner of the Southampton Chamber of Com- 
merce. His health was drunk amid great cheering. 


‘Qn rising to reply he was again cheered for some minutes. 


Inthe course of his speech he said—‘‘ Your approbation— 
your reception—is to mea gratification past all power of 
expression, for it tells me that calamny and abuse have not 
altered your opinion of me. Gentlemen, the viper-tooth of 
calampy is sharp and its poison is deadly, and the fable 
tells us that the viper dves not fix its fangs in you 
with the less deadly hostility because you have 
cherished it in your bosom; and the fable tells us 
also that there are things upon which the teeth of the 
viper are epent in vain. One of these is the confidence, 
however it may be wanting in deluded, infatuated, ignorant 
multitudes—the confidence which, in this country, all 
classer of thinking and educated men entertain in the in- 
tegrity of the judicial bench. You have toasted to-night 
the Sovereign, the head of these realms and the founda- 
tion of all power; you have toasted the army and the 
navy and the volunteers, those gallant follows who are 
ready to risk their lives at any moment in the defence of 
our country and the maintenance of its honour and of its 
glory, but there is an element in the State not less import- 
ant than these. It is the administration of justice, and 
one Of the great safeguards of the constitution has been 
the confidence of the people ia the purity and the integrity 
of its administration. Woe to those who seek to under- 
mine that confidence, to those who, by calumny and vitu- 
peration of the most detestable and the most villanous 
kind, seek to shake the confidence of the people in the ad- 
Ministration of the justice of this country!” 








Obituarp. 


LORD WESTBURY. 


Richard Augustus, second Lord Westbury, died a few 

sago after a long illners. ‘The deceased year was the 
eldest son of the first Lord Westbury. He was born in 
1830 and succeeded his father in 1873. He was called to 
the bar at the Middle Temple in Trinity Term, 1853, and 
practised as an equity draftsman and conveyancer. He 
was for a short time principal secretary to his father when 
Lord Chancellor, wae in 1862 he was made a registrar of the 
London Court of Bankruptcy. Lord Westbury was mar- 
tied in 1851 to the daughter of the Rev. Alexander 
Fownes Luttrell, of Quantoxhead, Somersetshire, and his 
‘toa (now Lord Westbury) was born in 1852, 








Up to the Easter adjournment of Parliament only six 
public Acts had received tho royal assent. 





Court Papers. 





SITTINGS AT NISI PRIUS. 
Queen's Benca. 


In Term. 
Middlesex—April 16, 23, 30. No London sittings. 


After Term. 


Middlesex —May 10. 


London—May 13. 


Common PLEas. 
In Term. 
Middlesex—April 16, 23, 30. No Lordon Sittings. 
After Term, 


Middlesex—May 10, 11, 12. 


London—May 10 to 15 in- 


clusive. 


EXcHEQUER. 
In Term. 
Middlesex—Aprtil 16,22, 29. London—April 29. 


After Term. 


Middlesex—May 10. London—May 13. 


No London 


sittings. 





COURT OF 


CHANCERY. 


Easter Term, 1875. 


COURT OF APPEAL IN CHAN- 
CERY. 


Westminster. 
Thrday. Apli5..Appeal Motions 
Lincoln’s-inn. 
Friday ....16. — bg — 
ets in Lunacy 
Saturday ..17 i pets. 
aie ee meee motns & apps 
uesday.... 
Wednesday.21 } Appeals. 
Thursday ..22..Bkt. apps. & apps. 
Friday eoee Se t 
{ Petas. in Lunac 
Saturday ..24 Vand App Petas. “ 
Monday ....26..App. mtns, & apps 
Apps. from the 
County Palatine of 
Tuesday ..27<¢ Lancaster, apps. 
fromtnheStannatries 
Court, and apps. 
Wednesday .28.. Appeals. 
Thureday ..29..Bkt. apps. & apps 
Friday ....30.. Appeals. , 
Petitns. in lunacy 
Satrday May 1 {& app. petns. 
Monday .... 3..App. mtns. & apps. 
Tuesday..0« 4 Appeals 
Wednesday . 5 § “PPCas. 
Thursday .. 6..Bkt. apps. & apps 
Friday .... 7..Appeals, 


Petitns. in lunacy 
Saturday .. 8 { isa appl. petns, 


MASTER OF THE ROLLS, 
Weatminster, 
Thrday. Apill5.. Motions 
Chancery-lane. 
Friday......16..General paper. 
Petns., shi. caus., 
Saturday ..17{ adj. sumns,, and 
gen. pa. 
Monday ....19 
‘Tuesday “0 General paper 
Wednes ....21 
Thursday ..22..Mtns. & gen. pa 
Friday ....23..General paper. 
Petns, sht. caus. 
Saturday ..24{adj. sumnos., & 


gen. pa. 
Monday....26 
Tuesday....27 } General paper 
Wednesday..28 
Thursday..29..Mtns, & gen. pa 
Friday......30..General paper. 

Petns, sht causes 
Satrday May 14 adj, sums, & gen. 


pa 

Monday .... 3 

Tuesday .. 4) General paper. 

Wednesday. 5 

Thursday .. 6., Mtns, & gen, pa. 

Friday «... 7..General paper, 
Petns,, sht, caus, 

Saturday .. 8<adj. sums, and 


wen, pa. : 
N.B,—Further Considerations will 
be taken as part of the General 


Paper in priority to original 
Causes, but will not take pre- 
cedence of any Cause or matter 
that has already appeared in the 
Paper. 

Unopposed petitions must be 
presented and copies left with the 
Secretary, on or before the 
Thursday preceding the Saturday 
on which it is intended they 
should be heard ; and any causes 
intended to be heard as short 
causes must be so marked at 
least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the paper to 
be so heard, and the necessary 
papers left in Court with the 
Judge's Officer the day before 
the cause comes into tne paper. 


V. C. Sm RICHARD MALINS. 
Westminster. 

Thrday.Apill5.. Motions 
Lincoln’s-inn. 

Friday ....16..Petna & gen pa 


q Sht. causes, adj 
Saturday ..17  ravnaltigy oo 8 pe. 
Monday....19 


Tuesday....20 > General paper. 
Wednesday 21 

Thursday ..22..Motns &gen pa, 
Friday ....33..Petns. & gen. pa. 
Sat, causes, adj 
sums, and gen pa 


General paper. 


‘ Saturday ..24 { 
Munday +o0026) 
Tuesday....37 
Wednesday .28 
Thursday ..29..Motas & geo pa. 
Friday ....30,.Petns & gen. pa. 
3 (Shs. causes, adj. 
Satrday May 1 jaums. & gen. pa. 
. « County Cs, apps. 
po soe 3} & generai pa. 
uesday .... 7 } 
Weduesday.. 3} General paper. 
Thursday .. 6,.Motns & Gen pa 
Friday..... « 7.. Pets. & gen. *, 
2 4 Short causes, j 
Sitarday .. 8 Jsums, & gea. pa, 
Any Causes intended to be 
heard as Short Causes must de so 
marked at least one clear day bee 
fore the same can be put in the 
Paper to be so heard, and the 
neces¢ary papers left in Court 
with the Jadge’s Otticer the day 
deture the Cause comes inte the 
Paper. 


V. C. Sir JAMES BACON, 
Westminster. 
Thrday.Apiiis.. Motions 
Lincoin'’s-ina. 

Friday ....19...General paper, 


\ Potas, shu. causes 
Saturday 17 ) & gen pa 





Monday ...019..in Sankraptey. 
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Tuesday 0} Cediieil yigite. 


Wednesday.2! : aj 
> § Motns, adj. sums. 
Thursday ..22 { poo ye 


Friday ....23..General paper. 

aq Petns., sht. caus, 
Saturday ..24 { & gen pa 
Mondsy....26..In Bankruptcy. 


Taesday ....27 
Wednesday = General paper. 
Motns, adj. sms. 


Thursday ..29 & gen, pa. 
Friday ....30..General a: 

‘ Petns., sbt- caus. 
Satrday May 1 {& gen. pa. 
Monday.... 3..In Bankruptcy 
Tuesday.... 4 
‘Wednesday. 3 General mes 

Motre. adj. sums. 
Thursday... 6 { on ae 
Friday. .... 7..Gereral paper. 
Pets. sht. Causes, 
Saturday.... 8 & gen. pa. 
N.B.—Farther Considerations will 
be taken as part of the General 
Paper, in priority to Original 
Causes, but will not take prece- 


dence cf any Cause or matter | 
that has already appeared in the | 


intended to be | 
heard as Short Causes must be | 


Paper. 
Any Causes 


so marked at least one clear day 
before the same can be put in the 
Paper to be so heard, and the 
necessary papers left in Court 
with the Judge’s Officer the day 
before the Cause comes into the 
Paper. 


V.C. Sir CHARLES HALL. 


Monday... ..19) 
Tuesday ..20 

Wednesday .21 J 
Thursday ..22 { gl 
Friday......23..Petns, & gen. pa. 
Saturday.. 24 i causes & 


DD. pa. 
se 200026 
vuesday ..27 f General ‘paper 
Wednesday.28 P . 
tns. adj. sums, 
Thursday ..29 Beng 2 
Friday......30,.Petns. & gen. pa 


Sht. causes & 
Satrday May | {§ en, pa. 
Monday.... 3 


Tuesday.... 4 > General paper. 
Wednesday. 4 


Thursday .. 6 Fpl sums & 
| Friday .... 7..Pets. & gen pa. 


| Sht. causes & 
Saturday .. 8 ic pa, 


General Paper. 
adj.sms & 





| N.B.—Further Considerations will 
be taken as part of the General 
Paper in priority to Original 
Causes, but will not take pre- 
cedence of any Cause or Matter 
that has already appeared in the 
Paper. 

Any Causes intended to be 
heard as Short Causes must be so 
marked at least one slear day be- 

| fore the same can be put in the 

| Paper tobe so heard, and the 

} mecessary papers left in Court 

| with the Judge’s Officer the day 

| before the Cause comes into the 
Paper. 


}No cause, motion for decree, or 
| farther consideration, except by 
order of the Court, may be 
marked to standover if it shall be 
within twelve of the Jast cause or 
matter in the printed Paper cf 
the day for hearing. 


Westminster, 

Thrday. Apill5Motions j 

Lincoln’s-inn. i 

-+.016..Petns., & gen. pa. | 

17 Short caus., & | 
***" 0 Gen. ps. 


Friday 
Saturday 


PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


RAILWAY STOCK. 
Last Quotation, April 2, 1875. 








Railways. -}Closing Price. 


113 
1034 
99 
46. 
no 








Stock Bristol and Exeter .......+0..0+. eooccceceoocosee: eubeos 


Stock Ca 
Stock Giasgow and South-Western 





Stock-Great Northern ..... 
Swek: Do., A Siock* 
Stock Great Southern and W ot Ireiaud 
Stock'Great Western—Original............ 
Stock Lancashire and Yorkshire ...... 

groek London, Brigiton, and South C 

Stock London, Chatham, and Dover..,....... 
Stock London and North-Western ... 

gock' London and South Western.........++ 
Stock Manchester, Sueffield, and Lincoln 
Stock Metropolitan eee 

Sock Do., District 

sock Midland 

Seek North British 

Sock North Eastern... sesees 
Sock! North London ........0 








Sock North Staffordshire ......---000 
810CK SOSth Dewon  .....ccccree- 
SC’ South-Lastern .........0....008 





* A receives no dividend a atil 6 per cent. has been paid to B, 


Mowery Manker any City IntTeviiognce, 

There has been no change in the Bank rate, The pro- 
portion of reserve to liabilities has fallen from 38} per cent, 
laat week to 34; per cent. this week. At the close of last 
week the home railway market was firm, but on Tuesday 
it began to droop, and on Wednesday and Thuraday it be- 
came da}l, and prices fell. There has been little doing in 
the foreign market. Conaols closed on Thursday 93 to 
4 for money, and 923 for 4th of May account. 

The twenty-first annual report of the Briton Medical 
and General Life Association states that during the yeer 
the directors had received 1,772 proposala for assuring 
£535,892, which propowa's had been thus dealt with—74 
for aseuring £23,752 had been declined; 454 for assuring 
£154,514 bad not been carried into effect from varions other 
aus; a6 3,245 for assuring £252,619 had been com- 





ctr, 
pleted, and had produced the sum of £11,667 in ney 
annual premiums. Three annuities were granted during 
the year, in respect of which the sum of £350 was received 
for consideration money, The total premium income for 
the year, after deducting the amount paid for re-assu: 
amounted to £216,267 6s. 10d.; the interest t, 
£28,628 2s, 7d. ; other items of receipt to £621 1s.—making 
@ total income of £245,516 10s. 5d. 

The Oriental Bank Corporation, as agents for 
National Bank of Chili, and acting on behalf of the Chilian 
Government, invite subscriptions for £1,000,000 ster 
of the Chilian Government five per cent. Loan, 1875, of 
£1,900,000, in bonds of £1,000, £500, and £100 each, 
Price of issue 88} per cent. The Loan will bear interest, 
until repayable under the operation of the Sinking Fund, 
at the rate of £5 per cent. per annum from the Ist day of 
March, 1875, with coupons attached, payable in London, 
at the office of the Oriental Bank Corporation, on the lg 
day of March and the Ist day of September in each year. 
An accumulative Sinking Fund of £2 per cent. on the 
entire nominal amount of the loan will be applied by 
means of semi-annual drawings in the months of Jann 
and July in each year, the first drawing to take place in 
January, 1876. The Government reserves to itself the 
right of increasing from time to time the sam applicable 
for the redemption of the Bonds. By the law of 12th of 
November, 1874, the amount is authorized to be raised on 
the special security of the Government railways from San 
Fernando to Palmilla, and from San Felipe to Santa Rosa 
de Los Andes, and of the Great Mole and Bonded Stores 
at Valparaiso, as well as on the general security of the 
income and property of the State. The present issne of 
£1,000,000 is to be applied to the redemption of internal 
debts for public works, and the balance of £900,000 is to 
be applied to the redemption of the seven per cent. exter- 
nal loan of 1866. 

The Times has published the following table of the 
highest and lowest prices of railway stocks between March 
1, 1874, and March 1, 1875 :— 

Prices on 


March 1, 


Name. Highest. Lowest. 1875. 


North-Western ......... 
North-Eastern ... 


South-Eastern 

South Coast...... 
Metropolitan 
Caledonian + 
North British ....0...... 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTH. 

Suee—March 28, at Thomas-town, county Kilkenny, the wife 
of Mr. George Shee, of the Middle Temple, barrister-at-law, 
of a daughter. 

MARRIAGE. 

Lamp—Paynze—March 30, at St. Mark’s, Kennington, Charles 
Edward Tranter Lamb, of Acacia-grove, Dulwich, solicitor, 
to Alice Maria Ada, only daughter of Thos. Wm. Payne, of 
$1, Upper Kennington-lane, solicitor. 

DEATHS, 

Brerxiver—March 27, at 9, Belmont-villas, Leicester, Thomas 
Berridge, solicitor, aged 40. 

Stopparr—March 24, Priscilla, the wife of Charles Stoddart, 
solicitor, Stepney, aged 60. 

T ee 13, Edward ‘Tonge, solicitor, of 11, Adam-street, 
Strand, 








LONDON GAZETTES. 
Professional Partnerships Dissolved, 
Fuipay, March 26, 1875. : 
Guscotte, Thoreas, Heory Kelly, and William Henry Scott, Solicitors 
and Attorneys, New City chambers, 121, Bishopsgate wt withil, 
London, Match 25 
Tuespay, March 30, 1874, 
Bannister, Charles, and Jamon Kobinson, Solicitors, 2%, Philpot lane, 
London, March 24 
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Winding up.of Joint Stock Companies. 
FripaYy, March 26, 1875, 
° Liutrep 1n CHANCERY. « 

y and General Advance Association, Limitei.—Petition for 
winding up, presented March 19 directed to be heard before V.C. 
Malins,on April 16. Poole and Hughes, New square, Lincolu’s inn, 
_licitors for <he petitioner. 

Cheap Fuel Supply Association, Limited.—V.C. Racon has, by an order 

March 20, appointed James Waddell, Queen Victoria st, to be 
official !iquidator. 

flart’s Pure Whole Meal Bread ani Biscuit Company. Limited.—The 
MR. has, by an order dated Keb 25, appointad Francis Wiliam 
Pixley, Coleman st, to be official liquidator. Creditors are reqnired, 
on or befure April 28, 10 send their names and addresses, and the 

culars of their debts or claims, to the above. Saturday, May 8, 
‘at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and 
ms. 

Hertiordshire Brewery Comoany, Limited.—Ths M.R. has, by an 
cae February 14, appointed William sharp, Cornhill, to be 

| liquidator, 

lion’ Assurance Company, Limited —Creditors are required, on or be- 
fore May 8, to send their names and addresses, and the varticnlars 

their debts or claims, to George Angustus Cape, Oid Jewry. 
Monday, May 24, at 12,is appointed for hearing and adjudicating 
upon the debts and claims. 

London Cotton Mills, Limited.—Creditors ars required, on or before 
April 24, to send their names ant addresses, and the particulars of 
their debts or claims, to Sharles John Schneidau Old Jewry. Tues- 
&; May 4, at 12, is appointed tor hearing and adjudicatiog upon the 

ws and claims. 
Torspav, March 30, 1875. 
LiMIreD 1n CHANCERY. 

(leap Foel Supply Association, Limited.—Creditors are required, on 
or before May !, to send their names and addresses, and the full pars 
ticulars of their debt or claims, to James Waddell, Queen Victoria 
st, Tuesday, May 25, at 12, being the time,appoiated for hearing 
‘and adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 

Gal Economizing Gas Company, Limited.—Creditors are required, on 
or before May 6, to send their names and addressas, and the partica- 
Jars of their debts or claims, to Canaries Robart Tennant, Walbrook. 
Thursday, May 27, at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating 
upon the debts and claims. 

(o-operitive Supoly Association, Limited.—V.C. Milins his, by an 
order dated March 25, app rinted George Auzustus Cape, O'd Jewry, 

| tobe official liquidator. Creditors are required, oa or before April 
30, tosend their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to the above. Monday, May i0, at 12, is appointed 

\ for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims, 

tershire and North of Engiand Fire [Insurance Company, Limited . 
—By an order made by the M K., dated March 20, is was ordered 
that the above company be wound up. Mercer aad Marcer, Copthail 
court, solicitors fur tue petitioner. 

Teplitz Colliery and Coal (ii Company, Limited.—Ths M.®. has, by an 
order dated Feb 9, appointed George Augusius Capa, Ola Jewry, to 
be official liquidator. 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Frivay, March 26, 1875, 
_ omy J aad Friendly Society, Wherry Inn, Geldeston, Norfolk. 


* Creditors under Estates in Chancery, 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fripay, March 26, 1875. 

Akers, Richard, Arlington st, Sadiers’ Wells, Livery Stable Keeper, 
John Akers, St John st rd, Clerkenwell, Livery Stabie Keeper, or 
Thomas Akers, April 26. M.R. 

Armitage, Wiiliam George, New €ross rd, Daptford, April 20. 
Armitage v Marshall, V.C. Malins. Parvis, George yard, Lombard st 

Dirks, Henry, Charing cross, Patent Agent. April 20. Koyal Society 
of London v Robinson, V.C. Bacon, 

Donald, Ann Davison, Surbiton, Surrey, Baker. April 8. Lamberton 
vy Donald, V.C. Malins, Ford and Lloyd, Bloomsbury square 

Fenwick, Henry, South hill, Durham, Esq. May 1. Feawick v Fen- 
wick, V.C. Hall, Blythe, Craven st, Charing cross 

Holden, James, Coppys Farm, Lancashire, Yeoman, April 22. M.R. 

Hughes, John, Lianrwst, Deubigh, Farmer. April 30, Hughes v¥ 
Maurice, V.C. Hall. Griffiths 

latham, James, Tunstall, Scafford, Bailder. April 22, Latham v 
Mullington, M.R. Liewellyn and Ackrill, Tunstall 

Sindys, Williain, Torrington square, Gent. April 23. Browne v 
Sandys. M.R. Knott, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Tanner, William Benford, Rye, Sussex, Solicitor. April 23. Tanner v 
Burra, M.R. Butler, Rye 

as, John Evan, Buckingham Palace rd, Esq, April 19. Clarence 
¥Thomas, V.C. Malins, Robinson, Jermyn st, St James’ 

Wakeman, William Plowdon, Esquimalt, British Columbia, Gest. April 
16, Tweedio v Spark, V.C, Bacon. Townley and Gard, Gresham 
buildings, Basinghall st 


’ Oreditors under 22 & 28 Vict. cap, 35. 
Last Day of Claim, 
Faipay, March 26, 1875, 
Allon, Jane, Newport, Isle of Wight. May t!. Mew, Nowport 
Bateman, Henry, Acre lane, Briaion, May 8. Jacobs and Co, Budge 
fow, Cannon st 
Bindthistle, John, Widnes, Lancashire, Labourer. May 1, Hore and 
Monkhouse, Liverpool 
Brown, George, Stevenage, Hertford, Gent, April 28, Chapman, Big- 


wade 
Buckloy, Right Hon Lady Catherine, South Audley at, May 23, 
Walters and Co, New equare, Lincoln's inn 
herall, Mary, Mildmay rd, Stoke Nowington. April 30, Roweliffe, 
ford row 


Chaptin, William, Southampton, Provision Merchant, May 20, Hick- 
Man and Son, Soubhampton 

Qovey, Rov Charles, Alderion Rectory, Gloucester. July 1, Simeox, 

Rimaingham 


Creed, Thomas, Southamoton, Draper. May 20, Hickman and Son 

Southampton 

East, William, Louth, Lincoln, Merchaut. May1l. Sharpley, Louth 

Eliwood, Edward, Great Charlottes’, biackfrivsrd, Hat Manufactarer. 

April 30. Fesenmeyer, Great James st, Boifora row 

Fraser, Elizabeth, Cobeshill st, Eaton squire, May i. Ward, Lincola’s 
inn fieids 

Goodwin, Mary Ann, L2e, Kent. April 27. 
Moorgate st 

Harbridee, otherwise Harrington, Enma, Feltham, Middlesex. April 
19, Whitley and Maddock, Liverpool 

Hewiet, Joseph, Nutford place, Maryiebone, Gant. May 7. Bicknell and 
Hortin, Edgware rd 

Hockley, John, Fortess plac>, Kentish town, Government OBcial. 
May |. Hawkins, Chancery Jaue 

Hopkins, Joseph, Penge, surrey, Gent. April28, Etherington ani 
Mann, Chatham 

Hunnybun, Thomas, Cambridge, Coach Builder, May 1. Hunnyban 
and Son, Huntingdon 

Hunt, George Palmer, Swainsthorps, Norfolk, Gent. Junel. Blake 
and Co, Norwich 

Jefferson, Samuel Henry, Cedar rd, Walham grezn, Gent. May 31. 
Foster, Queen st place, Cannon st 

Jekyll, Robert, Tufton st, Westminster. May12, Draper, Vincent 
square 

Knight, Robert, Kiriford, Sussex, Farmer. Jun 24. Bedford, Horsham 

Knott, John, Naverine rd, Daiston, Esq. May i. Young aad Jacksoa, 
Essex st, Strand 

Langshaw, Ellen, Rainhill, near Liverpool. May 31. Cropper, Liver- 
pool 

Levy, Morrice, Guildford st, Russell square, O ficer of the Sheriff of 


Sheppard and Riley, 





Middlesex. May 1. Allen ant Son, Car isle st, Soho square 

Love, Samuel, Waterhouse, Shoreham, Keut, Gzat. Muy i7. Gibson, 
Dartford 

Macfarlane, Rev Jokn, Victoria rd, Clapham. May 1. Underwood and 


Coleman, Holles st, Cavendish sqaare 

Noon, Charles, Kuightoa, Leicester, Esq. May 1. Stone and Billson, 
Leicester 

Paogh, Charles Vaughan, Plas Treheliz, Montgomery, Esq. May 15. 
Harrison, Weishpoo! 

Randies, Joha, Wrexham, Denbigh, Boot Maker. 
Wrexham 

Say, Saran, Norwich. May !. Blakeant Co, Norsich 

Scott, Thomas Wal er, Forest Gate, Exsex, Cap ain of the Margaret 

‘rate sa Gold 


May l. James, 








Falconer. June23. Mack 1 ao Linc ra fields 

Tombs, Sir Henry, K.C.8., V.C., Newport, Isle Wight, Major 
General R.A. Mayl. Hicks ani So, Gra (an square 

Vernon, Ann, Litheriand pirk, near Lirersoo. saluy Lo Harmood 
and Co, Liverpool Low: iver 0 

Vernon, Jonn, Liverpool, Ship>uiider. Harmood and Co, 





Liverpool. Lowndes, Liverpo> 
Willicombe, William, Tunbridge Wells, Kent, Esq. 
Gresham st . 
Winship, Samuel, Scawby, Lincoln, Yeoman. June 30. Hett and Co, 


Brig 


May 1, Mason, 


Bankrupts. 
Farivar, March 26, 1875. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to tha Registrar. 
To Surrender in Loaden 
Braun, Philipp, Edgware rd, Cigar Merchant. Pet March 19. Roche. 
Aprils at 31.30 
Briage, William, Bread st, Accountant. Pet March 34. Spriag-Rice. 
April 22 at 12 
Ward, Joseph William, Evan’s Hotel, Covent garden. Pet March 25. 
Pepys. April 13 at i2 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Barker, Horace Isaac, Biggieswade, Bedford, Solicitor, Pet March 23, 
Pearse. Bedford, Avril i2 at 3 
Carter, John, and Christopher O'Kelly, Eistbourne, Sussex, Carvers. 
Pet Mareh 23. Biaker, Lewes, Apri! 9a: 12 
Fenwick, Thomas Wright, tord, Lincoln, Chemist. Pet March 20. 
Gaches. Peterborougi : 
Mawle, Frederick, Hastings, Sassex, Lathwood Dealer. Pet March 24. 
Young. Hastings. April i7 ac i2 
Moasa, Jabez, Carleton Rode, Norfolk, Wheelwright. Pet March 24. 
Cooke. Norwich, April 6at 3 
Smith, John , Birmingham, Vraper. Pet March 22, Chaantier. Bir 
mingham, Aoril td ar3 : 
Tompkinson, Arthur John, Liverpool, Salt Manufacturer. Det Mareh 
23. Watson. Liverpo»l, April 12 ac 2 
BANKRUPTCISS ANNULLED, 
Faiway, March 26, i879. 
Ellerman, Charles Frederick, Se Martin's lane, Westminster, Merchant. 
March 22 
Ellerman, Charles Frederick, Philpot lane, Avent. March 22 
Fauchenx, Ferdinand Theodore, Southampun row, Creunst, Marek 23 
Lioyd, Edward, and James Statham, Liverpool, Pimber Meveohants. 
Mareh 19 







Turspay, March 30. 1875 
Bower, Robert, Surrey cottages, Tonsley bil, Surrey, Clerk, Marek 2 
Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS, 
Fripay, Maroh 26, 187). 
Abbott, Edwin, High st, Poplar, Clothier, April 9 at dat 189, Basten 
ri, Webb : 
Arthur, William, Sheffield, Draper, April 9 at Sat offices ef Binney 
and Sons, Queen st chambers, SheMrd 
Aaton, William John, Newport, Monmouth, Tronmonger, April 13 at 
Lat offices of Wiliams and Co, Dock at, Newport 
Atkinson, Joho, Lower Park rd, Peckham, Woollea Ry Merekaat, 
April 13 at dat offices of Coapman, Hasinghall st 
Ball, Thomas William, Chagford, Deroa, Batoe 
Castic Hote!, Castio st, Kxeter, Pload, Rxoter 
Barker, Thomas, Chilworth si, Gloucester terrace, Paddington, Boot 


April lS at 12 ab the 





Maker. April 3 at 2 at 11%, Cheapside 
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Basham, Arthur, and Jobn Varley, Prince’s rd, Kennington cross, 
Builders. April 6 at 12 at offices of Cooke, Essex st, Strand 

Bates, John Stapley, Great Castle st, Regent st. Jewelier. April 13 at 
2 ut offices of Richards, Warwick st, Regent st 

Bedford, Alfred Edward, New North rd, [slington, Carver. April 12 
at Il at 25, Great James st, Bedford row. Pope 

Bonsor, William, Birmingham, Manufacturer of Electro Plated Wares. 
April 9 at 12 at offices of Tyndall and Co, Waterlod st, Birmingham 

Boyes, James, Shettield, Boosselier, April 8 at 12 at offices of Bramley 
Paradis? square, Shettield 

Bramwell, Jolin, and George Bramwell, J ‘ttle Hacklow, Derby, Cheese 
Factors, April 12 at 12 at offices of Bennett, Norfo.k st, Sheffield. 
Yodgson 

Brandram, Samuel, Pall Mall, Wine Merchant. April 8 at 12 at the 
Guildhall Tavera. Waiters and Co 

Brown, Georze, jun, Great Brickhill, Buckingham, Farmer. April 5 at 
11.30 at ottices of Stim-on, Miil st, Bedford 

Buckingham, James, Oid Kent rd, Mili Faraisher, 
offices of Lumley and Lumley, Conduit st, Bord st 

Breate, John, Sunderiand, Durham, Grocer. April 5 at 11 at offices of 
Stee!, Bank bui'ding*, Sunderland 

Byrne, Dennis, Liveryoo!, Boot Manufacturer, 
of Lowe, Castle st, Liverpo! 

Caley, George Newbricge, Viacert st, Westminster, Ironfounder. 
April 10 at 12 at offices of George and Edwards, Wool Exchange, 
Coleman st. Watson 

Campbell, Robert, Shettie!d, Hat Daler. 
Tattershall, Meetinghouse laue, shettield 

Candlin, John Haywaid, Stourbridge, Worcester, Beerseller. 
at 11 at offices of Ulu'o v, High st, Briervey bili 

Carter, George, Birmingham, Grocer. April 8 at 3 at offices of Jaques, 
Cherry st, b:rmi: gram 

Chambers, Humphrey. Frome, Somerset, out of business. April 8 at 3 
atthe Angel Iun, King st, Frome. McCcerihy, Frome 

Chapman, William Heniy, St Briavelxs, Gloucester, Farmer. April 14 
at 12 at offices of Dix, Exchange buiidings, Bristol 

Crosland, Henry, Hudderstie'd, York, Stone Merchant. April7 at 3 at 
offices of Learoyd and Learoyd, Baxton rd, Hudde:sfald 

Davies, John Waiter, Pwilheli, Cacuarvon, Grocer. Apri 10 atl at 
offices of Pictoa Jones and Roberts, Market st, Carnarvon 

Dawson. Alfred, Vewsbury, Yor<, Grover. April 14 at 3 at the Scare 
borough Hotel, Dewsbury. Tennant and Rasner, Dewavurv 

Day, George Hasted, Brighton, Su-sex. Paper Veser. April 14 at 3 at 
the Old Ship Hote:, Brighton. Bi ck and Co, brighton 

Drawbridge, William, S we lane, Licevsec Vi-taalies. Avril 2 atl at 
Wood’s Hotel, Purtugui ot, Lincu.n'siun fields. Poole, Bartholomew 
clo-e 

Elworthy, Albert Henry, Crossland rd, Attorney-at-Law. April 7 at 2 
at Freemasous’ Tavern. Great Que-n st. Kimber and Lee 

Evans, John Harries, Newport, Monmouth, Priuter, April 10 at 12 at 
Offices of Williams and Co, Dock «t, Newport 

Evans, Thomas, Wolverhampton, Safford Brewer. 
offices of Barrow, Quceu s', Welverhampton 

Gardiner, Joha Myers, Leeds, Linendraper. 
North and Sons, East paraie, Leeds 

Garford, Geo: ge, Sivile cow, no oceupa’ion, 

Lawrance and Co, Old Jewry chamovers 

Goaman, Thomas, bideford, Devon, Grocer. 
Smale and Pyke, Bath Hous>, Bidetord 

Goode, Amos, Halesowen, Worcester, Licensed Victualler. 
at ti at offices of Homer, High st, Brierley hill 

Grabham, Robert James, Croscombe, Sumerset, Miller. 
at offices of McCcriny, King st, Frome 

Green, Join, Welveriampiou. Stafford, Lock Manufacturer. 
at 11 at offices of Stratton, Queen st, Wolvechampton 

Hand, John, Lonz:on, stafforu, Crate Maker. Aprii7 at 11 at offices of 
Adderley aud Marfleet, Curnmerce st, Lonaton 

Hawksworth, Robert Thomas, Doncaster, York, Batcher. April 10 at 
3 at offices of Shir.ey and A.xinson, St George’s gate, Doncaster 

Healy, Join, Harmood -t, Keatish town, Letterpress Printer. 
2U at > at offices of Holiowa), all's Pond rd, Islington, 
Aibion terrace, Kingsland 

Hill, George, Liver,ooi, boot Muker, 
and Co, Water si, Liverpoui 

Hughes. David, Aberystwith, Cardigan, Slavghterman. 
the Town Hail, Averystwi Ravenles 

Halse, ( harles Henry, and Alexinder sioane Canghey, High st, Kings- 
land, Dealers in building Materials.. Aprii 2at2 at offices ot Chidiey, 
Old Jewry 

Jeeves, Joseph, Stratton S: Margaret’s, Wilts, Butcher. 
atthe Bell Mt tel, swindon 

Joy, Seth, Manchester, Flock Manufacturer, 
Myers, Keanedy st, Manchester 

Kautran, Samuc: Karlman, Neweastie-upo-Tyne, Teacher of Lan- 
guages. April 12 at 2 at offices of Joel, Newgate st, Newcastle-upou- 

yue 

Kemp, George, Sheffield, Sarzeon. April 13 at 12 at the Catlers’ Hall, 
Church st, dhrfficid. tertell, Sieffield 

Langley, Kichord, tolsover, Deby, Pubiican. April }7 at 3 at offices 
of Gee, High st, Cheserfi-id 

Larder, West, Bariney, Lincoln, Farmer. April l4at tl at officas of 
Toynbee and Larken, bank st, Linc iu 

Lawson, Ydward, Fiixton, Lancashire Anctioneer, 
offices of Cobbett and Co, Brown at, Manchester 

Mamwell, Cuarier, Suefield, York, Cavinet Maker. April 7 at 3,30 at 
Offices of tratlelord, Jan, Fistree lane, Sheffield 

Marsden, Joseph, Saiturd, Lancashiry, Yailor. april Sat 11 at offices 
of Berry, Market place, Muddersticld 

Martin, Heury, Shetiels, Batcher. April 7 at 12 atoffices of Aaty and 
Son, Queen at, Shettierd 

Midd :ebrock, Jolineon, Leeds, Cloth Manufacturer, 
Otices of Beatchert, Alnion at, Leeta 

Millar, William, She.neld, Draper. Avril Gat il at offices of Binney 
snd sone, Queen st chatnbers, Sheffisid 

Miils, Williem, southampton, Cairier, April 9 at 3 at offices of Shutte, 

"Portland st, Southampton 

Morris, Busey, Prestegne, Radnor, Grocer, April 12 at tat the Town 

Hal, Leominster 


April 13 at 2 at 


March 23 at 3 at offices 


April 12 at 12 at offices of 
April 12 


April 7 at Il at 
April 6 at 2 at cflices of 
April 19 at 3 at offices of 
April 9 at 12 at offices of 
April 10 
April 14 at 3 
April 10 


April 
Fenton, 


April 7 at 3 at offices of Yates 
April 3 at 3 at 


April 16 at lt 
Apri! 22 at 2 at offices of 


April 15 at 3 at 


April 7 at 12 at 





a 
Nash, John, and William Nash, Vauxhall walk, Lambeth, Tool Handle 
Manufictarers. April 13 at 2 at offices of Pedley, Bush lare 
Nunns, Walter, Ipswich, Suffolk, Cattle Dealer. April 9 at 11 at offices 
of Pollard, St Lawrance st, Ipswich 
Oldfield, Alfred, Halifax, York, Dyer. April 7 at3 at the White Swap 
Hotel, Halifax, Wavell and Co, Halifax 
Peacock, Thomas, Middiesborough, York, Butcher. April 8 at 3 a 
offices of Draper, Albert rd, Middlesborough 
Phillips, Thaddeus Deschamps Seaborne, Bristol, Carver. April 9 at 9 
at Offices of Fussell and Co, Liverpool chambers, Cora st, Bristol 
Provost, Charles Edward, Wisbech, Cambridge, Piumber. April 8 at? 


at offices of Hensman and Nicholsoo, College hill, Caanonst. Ollard 
and Co, Wisbech 

Ramsden, Abrabam Walmsley, Bradfurd, York, Stuff Manufacturer, 
April 12 at 1! at offices of Gardiner, Bond st, Bradford 

Roberts, Ann, Treherbert, Glamorgan, Licensed Victualler. April g 

Rosser, Aberdare 

April 3 «t 4 at 


at 12 at the New Inn Horel, Pontypridd. 

Russell, Mary Anu, Dudley, Worcester, Beer Retaiver. 
offices of Lowe, Wolverhampton st, Dudley 

Shepherd, George. Basford, Nottingham, Blackmmith. April 6 at 12 at 
offices of Belk, Middle pavement, Nottingham 

Smith, Toomas Shepherd, Bradford, York, Tripe Dresser. Aoril 7 at 1} 
at offices of Wood and Killick, Com.uereial bank buildings, Headford 

Snell, Henry, Birmingham, Grocer, Apiil7 at 3 at offices of Brown, 
Waterloo st, Birmingham 

Sutton, Thomas, Ramsgite, Kent, Coach Builder. 
York st, Ramsgate. Edwards 

Swyer, Charles Robert, Hccles, Lancashire, Architect. April 8 at 3 at 
offices of Addleshaw and Warbarton, King st, Manchester 

Tatham, Albert, Ilkeston, De: by, Cabinet Maker, April 9 at 10 at offices 
of Acton, Victoria st, Notuingham 

Taylor, Jonathan Hall, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Butcher. 
offices of Joel, Newgate st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Thomas, William, and Thomas Lewis, Becch st, Barbican, Gold Lace 
Manufacturers. April 9 at 2 at the Londoa Joint Steck Bank cham- 
bers, West Smithfield. MHubbard 

Timmins, Charles Davies, Aberystwith, Cardizan, Geat. Aoril 7 at 3 
at the Town Hall, Aberystwith. Ravenhill 

Tompkins, John, Stockton-01-Tees, Durham, Innkeeper. April 7 at 
3.30 at offices of Draper, Finkle st, S-ockton-on-Tees 

Tucker, Joseph Peter, Souchainston, China Dealer. April 8 at & at 
offices of Nichol's and LeatherJale, Old Jewry cusmbers, Old Jewry, 

Guy, Sonthamptoa 

April 7 at 


Webster, Henry «entley. York, Earthenware Manufacturer, 
12 at offices of Wilkinsoa, St Helen’s square, York 

Welsh, Thomas, Newcasile-upon-Tyne, Grocer. April 6 at 11 at offices 
of Keenlyside ani Forster, Grainger st west, Newcastie-upon-Tyne 

Westerby, Thomas William, and Edwin Benson, Leeds, Engineers, 
Apri: 8 at 11 at offices of Hardwick, Boar lane, Leeds 

Williams, William Charles Haddy, Brighton, Sussex, Veterinary 
Surgeon. April 14 at 3 at offices of Guodman, Prince Albert st, 
Brighton 

Withers, Gideon, Limpsfield, Surrey, Grocer. April 7 at 3 at 145, Cheap- 
side. Piesse ind Son, Old Jewrg chambers 

Worth, William Heory, jan, Horsham, Sussex, Todaceorist. Aoril 9 


at 2 at offices of Rostock and Rawlinsoo, Westst, Horsiam. Stuckey, 
Brightoa 


April 8 at 3 at 1, 


April 9 at2at 
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Allen, James, Portsea, Hants, Lodging House Keeper. April 18 at 1 
at offices of Wainscot, Union st, Portsea Vosper, Southsea 

Armstrong, John, Gateshead, Vurham, Grocer. April (4 at 2 at offices 
of Elsdon, Royal Arcade, Newcastle-upon-T yne 

Beards, John Thomas, Maid’s Moreton, Buckingham, no occupation, 
April 13 at 3 at the White Hart Hotel, Buckingham. Hubbard, West 
Smithfield 

Bishop, Join, Leeds, Grocer. April 9 at 1 at offices of Rooke and 
Midgley, Boar lane, Lee is 

Blower, Toomas Sylvaster, Liangovan, Monmouth, Farmer. April 10 
at 11 at offices of Gardner, Usk 

Blower, William, Woatstow, Moamouth, Farmer. 
offices of Gardner, Usk 

Butterworth, Thomus Taylor, Birmingham, Haulier, 
offices of Jackscn, Lombard st, West Bromwich 

Chapman, William James, Manchester, Bser Retailer. 
otices of Stead, Bank chambers, E«sex st, Manchester 

Christian, John, Eaton, Leicester, Butcher. April 14at 11 at the Red 
Lion Hotel, High st, Geantuam, Law, S:amford, Liacoln 

Cook, Charles, Southminster, Essex, Builder. April 19 at Sat the King’s 
Head Inn, Southminster. Digby and Co, Maldon 

Cuzner, Felix, C.leforo, Somerset, Carpenter. Avril 9 at 1 atthe Grand 
Hotel, Broad at, Bristol, Cruttweli and Co, Frome 

Davies. Isaac Lewis, Swansea, Glamorgan, Draper, April 9 @t 2 at 
offices of Smith and Co, Somerset place, Swans-a 

Des Forges, Peter, Xings:on-upon-IL all, Wacchinaxer, Apcil 9 at 3 at 
offices of Davies, Bennett's hill, Birmingham. Luiverack, Hail 

Drew, William, Montacute, Somerset, ‘I'ailor. April 21 at 12 at offices of 
Glyde, Wyndham Ilouse, Princes st, Yeovil 

Fernyhough, Thomas Major, ‘'ranmere, Cheshire, Hotel Keeper. April 
16 at 2 at offices of Gibson and Lotland, South John st, Liverpool. 
Rundle, Liverpoul 

Foster, David, and William Lockwood, Attereliffe, Sheffield, Iron- 
founders. April 9 at 12 at o'tices of Tattersnall, Qieea st, Sheffield 

Fox, Peter, Liverp»»!, Drapor. April 9 at 12 at offices of Carruthers, 
Clayton square, Liverp dol 

Frost, Daniei. Siough, Bucks, Greengrocer. 
Durant, Guildhalt chambers, Basinghall st 3 

Gatus, William, Scsrborough, York, Lodging House Keeper. April 9 
at 3 at offices of Wellburn, Westborough st, Scarborough 

Grasnby, Benjamin, Dorchester, Dorset, Wood Carver. April 20 at It 
at offices ot Burnett, South st, Dorchester 

Harrison, Joshaa, Market Rasen, Lincoin, Drapar, April 20 at4 at 
offices of Mage and Padley, Market Risen 

Hartt, Frederick Charles, Attieborouzh, Norfolk, Miller, April 1 at. 
at the Exchaoge Hotel, Nurwich, Fenton, Albion terrace, Kings 
lan 

Hiil, James, Bulsall heath, Worcester, Cab Proprietor, April9 at 12at 
offices of Fallows, Cherry at, Birmingham 

Hindley, Joseph, Chester, Painter. April 12 at 12 ato‘fices of Nordom, 
Bridge st row east, Chester 


April 8 at 11 at 
April 9 at ll at 
April 12a%3 at 


April 12 at 3 at offices of 
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Hornby, Jobn, South Shields, Durham, Grocer, Aprill5 at 2 at offices 
of Purvis, King st, South Shields 

Janey, William, Aston, nr Birmingham, out of business, April 16 at 
jzat offices or Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 

, James, Harborne, Stafford, Gardener. April 14 atll at offices 

of Beale and Co, Waterloo st, Birmingham 

Jones, Mary, Amhurst rd,Stuke Newington. April 13 at 2 at offices of 
Elam, Walbrook 

Jawton, Abraham, Stockport, Cheshire, Licensed Vicsual'er. April 14 












stol at 4 at offices of Best. Lower King st, Manchester 
ril 8 ate Lewis, Jane, and Julia Matilda Lewis, Worcester, Licensed Victuallers. 
Ollard April 9 at 11 at offices of Tree, Sansome 8:. Worcester 
Lewry, George Bride, Gurney rd. Stratford, Clerk. April 14 at 3 at 
acturer, offices of Godfrey, Gresham buildings, Guildhall 
A Merry, John, Kidlington, Oxford, Baker. April 14 at 11 at offices of 
Pril 8 -Mullow, High st, Oxford 
Morris, William Francis, Staple inn, Holborn, Solicitor. April 7 at 12 
at y at at — of Howse, Stapleinn, Holbora. Parkes, Beaufort buildings, ‘ 
Stran “ / 
b 12 at Nelson, James, Castleford, York, Woollen Manufacturer. April 10 at ' 
7 10 at offices of Terry and Robinson, Market st, Bradford 
antl Parker, Jame Brown, Upton, Norfolk. Farmer. April 13 at 12 at the 
3 rd Maid’s Head Hotel, Wensum st, Norwich. Cole, Norwich 
Town, Powney, William Henry, Yeovil, Somersec, Grocer. April 12 at 12 at 
the Guildhall ‘Tavern, King st, London. Watts, Yeovil 
atl, Quarmby, John, Barrow-in-Furness, Lancashire, Grocer. April 13 at 
+3 12 at Sharp’s Temperance Hotel, Strand, Barrow-in-Furness, 
a Williams, Barrow-in- Furness 
18 Reed, William, Davonport, Devon, Boot Manufacturer. Apcil 10 at 12 
ces at offices of Sole and Gill, Devonport 
ta Retekin, Thomas, Swansea, Glamorgan, Marine Store Dealer. April 
at 9 at 12 at offices of Sherwood, Castle Bailey st, Swansea 
La Ricketts, Frederick William, Liverpool, Surgeon. April 9 at 3 at offices 
4 of Jameson, Unity buildings, Lord st. Liverpvol 
aor Robinson, William, Apperley bridge, York, Butcher. April 8 at 11 at 
at 3 the Queen’s Hote!, Apperley bridge. Eastburn, Orley 
Ratherglen, John Kerr, Great Winchester st buildings, Merchant. 
7 April 19 at 2 at offices of Coburn, Leadenhall st 
at Saudberg, Rev Samuel, Scarborough, York. April 7 at 3 at 73, St 
.a Thomas st, Scarborough. Moody and Co 
rc Shimmen, John, North Shields, Northumberland, Coal Merchant. 
y April 13 at 1 at the County Court Offices, Westgate rd, Newcastle- 
1 at upon-Tyne. Purvis, South Shields 
Shuker, John, Worcester, out of business, April 6 at 11 at the George 
ices Inn, Ludlow. ‘Tree, Worcester 
; Simpson, Frederizk, Bradford, York, Grocer. April 9 at 11 at offices of 
Yewdall and Sen, New Market st, Bradford 
rs, Snell, Jane, Aberavcn, Glamorgan, Greengrozer. April 12 at1 at the 
, Swan Hotel, Bridge st, Bristol. Tennant, Aberavon 
“4 Taylor, Alfred, Bury St Edmunds, Suffolk, Builder, April 20 at 2 at 
J the Guildhall, Bury 8s Edmunds, Gross 
Verey, Arthur, Dover, Kent, Engineer. April 9 at 2 at offices of 
er Wilkins, Gracechurch st. Marsden and Son, Queen st, Cheapside 
9 Vine, Charles, Surbiton, Surrey, Milk Dealer. April 6 at 3 at offices of 
Andrews and Pope, Dorchester, in lieu of the place origiaally named 
My Warrea, Abraham, Plymouth, Devon, Licensed Victualler. April 15 at 
12 at offices of Square, George st, Plymouth 
1 Williams, Owen, Conway, Carnarvon, Draper. April 7 at 12 at the 
Queen’s Hotel, Chester. Haghes and Jones, Conway 
" Zaceo, Nicholas Desylla, and John Kessissogiu, Adam's court, Old 
Broad st, Merchants. April 19 at 2 at offices of Cooper aad Co, 


George st, Mansion House. Houllams and Cu, Mincing lane 
cos eee = es =: ae 


UNERAL REFORM.— The exorbitant items 

of the Undertaker’s bill have long operated as an oppressive tax 

upon all classes of the community. With a view of applying a remedy 
to this serious evil the LONDON NECROPOLIS COMPANY, when 
opening their extensive cemetery at Woking, held themselves prepared 
to undertake the whole duties relating to interments at fixed and 
moderate scales of charge, from which survivora may choose according 
to their means and the requirements of the case. The Company also 
undertakes the conduct of Funerals to other cemeteries, and to all parts 
of the United Kingdom. A pamphlet containing full particulars may 
ve obtained, or will be forwarded, upon application to the Chief Office, 3 
Lancaster-place Strand, W.C. 


EDE AND SON, 


ROBE SER MAKERS. 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 

To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench, 
Corporation of London, &c, 

SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 


BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL'S DITTO, 


‘CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS, &¢ 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


91, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


ARR’S, 265, STRAND.— 
Dinnara (from the joivt) vegetables, &c., le. 6d,, or with Soup 

or Fish, 26. and 28,6d. “IfI desire a substantial dinner off the joint 
with the agreeable sccomp salment of light wine, both cheap and 
» Lknow only of sav notse, and that ie in the Strand, close to Danes 

an. There you may wash down the roast beef of old England with 
excellent Burgundy, at two shillings a bottle, or you may be ig 
bo) half a bottie for a shilling.”—All the Year Round, June, 18, 1864, 




















PARTRIDGE AND COOPER, 


WHOLESALE AND RETAIL STATIONERS, 
192, Fleet-street, and | & 2, Chancery-lane, London, E.C. 


Carriage paid to the Country cn Orders exceeding 20s. 


Drarrt Paper, 5s., 64. Gd., 7s. 6d., 7s. 9d., and 9s. 9d. per ream. 

Brier Paper, 15s, 6d., 17s. 6d., and 23s. 6d. per ream. 

Footscar Paper, 10s. 6d., 14s. 6d., and 18s 6d. per ream. 

Cream Lato Nore, 3s., 4s., and 5s. per ream. 

Large Caxam-taip Norte, 4s. 6d:, 63. 6d., and 8s. per ream. 

Lance Bive Note, 3s. 6d., 4s. 6d., and 6s. 6d. per ream. 

ENVELOPES, Cream or Buve, 33, 9d , 4s. 6il., and 6s. 6d. per 1000. 

Tue “ Tempcte” ENVeLoPe, extra secure, 93. @d. per 1000. 

FoouscaP Orrictat Envetores, ls. 9d. per !00. 

PartTRipGe & Coorer’s Vettum Wove Cuivus-Horvse Nore, 9s. 64. per 


ream. ‘This incomparable Paper has raised up a host of worthless 
imitations. Purchasers are particularly requested to observe that 
each sheet bears the fac-simile water-mark, “PARTRIDGE & 
COOPER’S VELLUM-WOVE CLUB-HOUSE PAPER,” without 
which none is genuine. 


INDENTURE Skins, Printed and Machine-ruled, 2s. 3d. each, 268. 


doz., 125s, per roll. 


SEconps on FoLtowers, Ruled, ls. 11d, each, 23s. perdcozen, 105s, per 


roll. 


Records on Memortats, 7d. each. 6s. 6d. per dozen. 


Lepesas, Day Booxs, Cash Booxs, Latrer ow Minutes Books. 
An immense stock in various bindings, 
IuLusTRatTeD Price List of Inkstands, Postage Scales, Copying 


Tresses, Writing Cases, Despatch Boxes, Oak and Wainns Stationery 
Cabinet:,and other useful arucles aaapted for Library or U Bee use 


pust free 





LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON aré 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE. 
No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 


ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, begs to 
direct the attention of the Legal Profession to the advantages 
of his long experience of upwards of twenty-tive years, in the special in- 
sertior of all pro forma notices, &c., and hereby solicits their continued 
support.—N.6. One copy of advertisement only required, and thestrietest 
care and promptitude assared. Orficia!ly stamped forms for advertise— 
ment and file of “‘ London Gazette” kept, By appointment. 
TOOPING HABITS, ROUND SHOULDERS, 
PIGEON CHESTS, and other Deformities, are prevented and 
cured by wearing Dr. CHANDLER’S IMPROVED HYGIEN(C CHEST 
EXPANDING BRACE, for both Sexes of allages. It strengtheas the 
voice and lungs, relieves indigestion, pains in the chest and back, and is 
especially recommended to children tor assisting the growth. promoting 
health and symmetry of figure, supersedia¢ the use of braces and 
stays. Price from 10s. 6d. each.—69, Berners-strest, Oxford-strees 
W. Illustrated circulars forwarded. 


OYAL POLYTECHNIC. —New Pro- 

gramme. 1. New Lecture by Prof. Gardner on COOKS 
and COOKERY. 2. New Lecture by Mr. King on SPAIN. 3. 
The ISLE OF WIGHT, with New Views. 4. New and Original 
Optical, Magical, and Musical Entertainment, Tne MAGICIAN and 
the GENII, in which several woncerfal illusions and mysteries will be 
shown. The Entertainment has bzen written by Dr. Croft, and will bs 
given by Mr. Seymour Smith, assisted by Herr Max Alexander. This 
week a variety of Entertainments, including JANE CONQUEST. See 
Programme. 12.0 and 7.0. Admission Is. 


ADAME TUSSAUD’S EXHIBITION, 
BAKER-STREET.—On View, portrait Models of KING 
ALFONSO XII. and VICTOR EMMANUEL, the Duke and Dachess of 
EDINBURGH, the EMPEROR OF RUSSIA, the SHAH of PERSIA, 
Sie SAMUEL BAKER, the late Dr. LIVINGSTONE, Mr. H. M. STAN- 
LEY, Rev. H. WARD BEECHER, Sir GARNET WOLSELEY, 
MAKSHAL McMAHON, MARSHAL BRAZAINE, M. THIERS, the 
late CHARLES DICKENS, and Dr. KENEALY, M.P. Also superd 
and costly Court Dresses; the complete line of British Monarchs, 
from William the Conqueror to Queen Victoria ; and over 300 Portrait 
Models of Celebrated and Distinguished Characters, Admission, 1s, 
Children under twelve, 6d, Extra roon, 6d. Open from 10 a.m. till 
10 p.m. 











—— — 


ROYAL OLYMPIC THEATRE. 
Sole Lessee and Manager, Mr. Henry Neville. 

THIS EVENING, at 7.30, THE TWO ORPHANS: Mewrs. William 
Rignold, Anson, Harcourt. Sugden, Voilaire, Rowland, and Henry 
Neville ; Mesdames Charles Viner, Huntiey, Harcourt, ‘Taylor, Douglas, 
Ernetone, Hasieton, and Miss Fowler, At 7, TWENCY MINUTES 
WITH A TIGER, 











VAUDEVILLE THEATRE, STRAND. 

THIS EVENING, at 7.0, A WHIRLIGL3. At 7.45, the New 
and Original Comedy in Three Acts, entitied OUR BOYS, bv Beare J. 
Byron, Concluding with the favourite Fares, A REGULAR PIX, 
Supported by Mesars, William Farreu, David James, Charles Warner, 
W. H, Stephens, ©, W. Garthorne, J. Bernard, W. !e-tocg, and Thomas 
Thorne; Mesdamss Amy Roselle, Kate Bishop, Nellie Walters, Cicely 


Riebarde, and Suphie Larkin. 


ALHAMBRA THEATRE ROYAL. 
THIS EVENING, at 7.15, THE GOOSE WITH THE GOLDEN 
EGGS, At 8 WHITTINGTON: Merdumes Kate Santley, Lennox, 


Grey, Grace Armitage, and Julia Matthews; Messrs. Harry 
Rouse, Terrot, Paul, and C, Heywood; Malles, Pitteri, Pertolti, 








page, 
The new Hall lately added is one of the handsomest dining-roome ia 
Iondoa, Dinners from the joint), vegetabies, &e., le, 6d, 





Sidonic ; M. Dewinne, &c. 
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CHISLEHURST, KENT. 








<a 


Periodical Sales of Land, Freehold and Leasehold Properties, 


Homewood, the choice and singularly desirable residence of the late M ESSRS. MARSH, YETTS, & MILNER announces 


Wm. Tarn, Esq., with excellent stabling aud outbnildings, two 
lodges, conservatories, and hothouses, delightful pleasure grounds, 


that their PERIODICAL SALES for the year 1875 of LAND 


DOMAINS, Mountain Ranges, Woods, Forests, and Important 
and rich paddocks, the whole comprising about forty-five acres of : 4 hat 


park-like grounds. 


N ESSRS. HARDS, VAUGHAN, & JENKINSON 


are instructed by the Executors to SELL by AUCTION, at the 


MART, City, on THURSDAY. APRIL 29th, at TWO o’clock, the very 
valuable FREEHOLD RESIDENTIAL PROPERTY, known as Home- 


wood, situate immediately adjoining and surrounded by the estate of 


Ear! Sydney, at Chislehurst, Kent, ove of the most beantiful and uani- 
versally admired spots in the county, about twe!ve miles from Condon, 
and a short distance from the common and church, Camden House (the 
residence of theex-Empress of the French), and two railway stations 
on the South-Eastern line, giving access to City and West-end in thirty 
minutes. It comprises a handsome and exceedingly well-built mansion 
of moverate size, but replete with every modern comfort, approached 
by along carriage drive, and two lodge entrances, with extensive lawns 
and p'easure grounds embellished with the choicest flowers and shrubs, 
and timber trees, small ornamental lake, conservatories, fine ranges of 
hot and green houses, vineries, &c., summer dairy, laundry, &c., large 
and weil-stocked walled kitchen garden, ample and superior stabling, 
suitable farm-buildiogs, and three model cottages, together with about 
forty-five acres of beautifully timberei park-like grounds, the whoie 
possessing extensive and valuabie frontages. The property is in per- 
fect order throughout, the late Mr. Tarn having most earefully and 
judiciously arranged anew the mansion (involving almost its rebuilding) 
and spared no pains and expense in rendering the whole estate a 
most desirable and enviable abode. The soilis gravel and the locality 
exceedingly healthy. Possession will be given on completion. 
Particulars, plans, and conditions of sale may be obtained of 
T. M. HARVEY, Esq., Solicitor, 6, Old Jewry, E.C.; 
and of the Auctioneers, 62, Mcorgate-street, E.C., and Greenwich. 











SIDCUP, KENT. 
By order of the Executers of the late Wm. Tarn, Esxq.—Ia the midst 
of the beautiful district n-ar Chislehurst, the Crays, and Bexley, 
less than 1,000 yards from the Sidcup station on the Dartford loop line 
of railway, and thus within thirty minutes’ ride of theCity. The 
very valaable Frechold Building Estate, known as Longlands-park, 
chiefly already laid outand ready for immediate operations, with 
the old Mansion-honse and gardens, ornamental waver, &c.; also a 
detached Cottage Residence adjoining, witn large gardens, stabling, 
and seven acres of land. 


M ESSRS. HARDS, VAUGHAN, & JENKINSON 
AVE. areinstructed by the Exeentors to SELL by AUCTION, at the 
MART, City, on TAURSDAY, APRIL 23th, at TWO, the above highly 
valuable and important FREXHOLD BUILDING ESTATES, compris- 
ing about fifty-eight acres. A great outlay has been made by the 
late Mr. Tarn in the constraction of five broad roads from the high 
Maidstone-road jeading to and converging upon that close to the rail- 
way station, andin making sewers, and the building frontages thus 
created exceed 10,000 feet, irrespective of that portion of the estate 
(about twenty-eight acres) on the opposite side of the high road 
not yes laid out in roads. The whole estate offers very choice 
sites for first-class residences in a neighbourhood around London 
difficult to equal in its natural advantages, its healthy and exceedingly 
picturesque position and surroundings, andits easy accessibility from 
town. Aiso a detached Freehold Cottage Resi , with stabli 

outbuildings, greenhouse, productive, well-stocked garden,and about 
seven acres cf valuable Freehold Building Land (now in rich old 
pasture) situate adjoining the Longlands-ha!! Estate, on the high road 
to Sidcup and Footscray, and known as Longiands Cottage, in the 
occupation of a responsibie tenant, but early possession can be had. 

Particulers, plans, end conditions of sale may be had of 
T. M. HA RVEY, Esq., Solicitor, 6, Old Jewry, E.C.; 
or of the Auctioneers, 62, Moorgate-street, E.C., and Greenwich, Kent. 









GLOUCESTER-SQUARE, HYDE-PARK. 


and Rents, of which about 58 years are unexe 
erto £526 9s. per annum, amply secured 





upon eight first-class id 








es, Nos, 41 to 48, Gloncester-square, 
Hy¢e-park, heid at ground rents amounting to £3 11s. per annum, 
Eich house t on a separate lease. 


! The rack rental value of the 

£2,000 per annum, 
h ESSRS. DRIVER are instructed to SELL by 
AUCTION, at the MART, LONDON, on TUESDAY, APRIL 
13th.the above LEASEHOLU GKOUND RENTS, held direct from 
the Trustees of the Paddington Estate, for a term of which about 53 

years are unexpired. 
Particulars «f 

Messrs. BKLIDGES, SAWTELT., HEYWOOD, & RAM, Solicitors, 

23, Ked Lion uare ; and of 
Messrs, DRIVER, Surveyors, Land Agents, and Auctioneers, 4, 
Whitehal!, London. 


whole is about 














LAND, TIMBER, AND HOUSE PROPERTY, 
ESSRS. BUTCHER & BOWLER (late of No. 7, 
Whitehail-place) beg leave to notify their removal to New 
Craven-chambers, Corner of Craven-street and the Strand (one 
moinute’s walk trom the Charing Cross Katiway Terminas), where ail 
matters of business relating to the Sale, Parchass, Valuation, or 
Management of Real and Persona! Estate and Timber, will receive the 
especial attention of Mr, W. A. BOWLES, Menber of the Institation 
of Surveyors (formerly for many years a princioal assistant to Messrs. 
CLUTTON, of Whitehail-place, Crown and Ecclesiastical Surveyors), 
Whose thirty years’ experience tliroughout Eugiand and Wales has 
qualified him to give satisfaction to all who may honour ths fir. with 
their commands. 
Noswica Orvicesa—Theatre-street, St. Stephen's. 


Loxpos Orrices—New Craven-chambers, Corner of Craven-strect, 
SMraad, 


| dential, Agricultural, and Sporting Estates, Suburban Properties, City 
and Business Premises, will take place ac the MART, TOKENHOUSE. 

YARD, near the Bank of England, in the City of London, upon the 

following Thursdays in each month throcghout the present year— 


April 8th, 15th, 22nd August 12th, 19th, 26th 
May 1} sth, 20th, 27th September 9th, 16th, 23rd 
June 10th, 17th, 24th October 4th, 2Ist, 28th 
July 8th, 15th, 22nd November lith, 18th, 25th 
December 9th, 16th, 23rd 
Other special appointments arearranged for the holding of sales in 
distant places where local auctions a:e deemed advisable. 
City Auction, Land, and Reversion offices, 54, Cannonestreet, London 
estab!ished 1843). 








Notice. 


ESSRS. MARSH, YETTS, & MILNER haye. 

much satistaction in announcing that nearly every property 

they have had the honour of offering to gauction during the past year 

has either been sold under the hammer or disposed of by private 

treaty, and they are now prepared to give promptand vigorous atten- 

tion to any instructions they may receive for the early easuing Spring 

season.—City Auction, Land, and Reversion Offices, 54, Cannon- 
street, E.C, (established 1843). 





Periodical Sales by Auction (established 1843) of Absolute or Contingent 
Reversions to Fanded Property, Annuities, Policies of Assurance, 
Life Interests, Railway, Dock, and Shares ofevery kind, Bonds, Ad- 
vowsons, Next Presentations, Rent Charges, Freehold and Leasehold 
Ground-rents, Residential and Agricultural Estates, and all descrip. 
tions of present or prospective property. 

ESSRS. MARSH, YETTS, & MILNER announce 

B that their forthcoming PERIODICAL SALES by AUCTION 

take place at the GUILDHALL COFFEE-HOUSE the firss THURS. 

DAY in every month throughout the present year as follows ;— 

Thursday, May 6th Thursday, July Ist Thursday, Oct. 7th 

Thursday, June 3rd Thursday, Aug. 5th Thursday, Nov. 4th 

Thursday, Sept. 2nd | Tharsday, Dec. 2nd 








Periodical Sales by Auction (established 1843) of Reversions, Policies, 
Annuities, &c., for March the 4th. 


ESSRS. MARSH, YETTS, & MILNER are 

now preparing printed particulars for their next SALE, which 
will take piace on Thursday, May the6th. Solicitors and others de- 
sirous of including lots in this sale are requested to forward instructions 
immediately, so that the advantages of early Vc pcrne may be secured, 
It is considered that the success which attends these sales is chiefly 
attributable to the timely circu’ation of the particulars.—Terms at 
Messrs. Marsh, Yetts, & Milner’s City Auction, Land,and Reversion 
cffizes, 54, Cannon-street (established 1843). 





Notice.—Auction Appointmerts for the early Spring. 


ESSRS. MARSH, YETTS, & MILNER are 

desirous of directing the attention of Solicitors and owners, 
having property intended to be offered t» Auction, to tha Advisability 
of their giving as early intimation as possible of probadle sales, a3 
Messrs. Marsh, Yetts, & Milner always pre-arrange and classify taeir 
auctions soas to induce the attendance of numerous buyers.—Address 
City Auction, Land, and Reversion Offices, 54, Cannon-strest, Loadon 
established 1843). 





WIGMORE-STREET, WARWICK-SQUARE, SOUTH BELGRAVIA, 
BAYSWATER, MAIDA-HILL, AND BRIXTON. 
Important Sale of first-class Leasehold Properties, let on lease at low 
rents, and offering excellent investments. For sale by order of the 

Trustees under the will of the late Abraham Leveau, Esq., de 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER 
will SELL, at the MART, on TUESDAY, APRIL 13, at TWO, 
inten lots, the following valuable LEASEHOLD PROPERTIES ;— 
Lot 1. The capital House and Shop, knownas No. 35 (late 40), Wig- 
more-street, Cavendish-square ; let on lease at £200 per annum, 

Lot 2. The excellent Town Residence No. 77, Warwick-square, South 
Belgravia ; let upon lease at £145 per annum. 

Lot 3. The adjoining Residence, No. 78, Warwick-sqnare, South Bel« 
gravia; let on lease at the very inadequate rent of £110 per annum. 

Lot 4. The superior Residence, No,78, Porchester-terrace, Bayswater; 
let on lease at £126 10%. per annum. 

Lot 5. ‘Che capital Stabling im Porchester-square-mews, immediately 
in the rear of the preceding Jot. With possession. 

Lot 6. The excellent Residence, known as No. 9, Clifton-villas, 
Maida-hill ; let on lease at £40 per annum, 

Lot 7. The desirable Residence, No. 37, Clifton-gardens, Maida-hill 
let on lease at £80 per annum, 

Lot 8. The capital Residence, No, 53, Loughborough-park, Brixton, 
with a piece of Freehold Land in the rear ; let on lease at £65 per 
anoum, 

Lot 9. The desirable House, known as Albion-villa, No, 165, Loughe 
borough-road, Brixton; let on lesse at £45 per annum, 

Lot 10, The similar House, known as Albion-house, No. 167, Lough 
borough-road, Brixton ; let on jease at £45 per annum, 

The above-named properties are all held for terms varying from 33 
to 74 years, at extremely moderate ground-rents, and are let to & 
number of unexceptionable tenants, who covenant to insare, repair, 
and pay ail outgoings. 

May be viewed by permission of the tenants, and particalars, with 
conditions of sale, may be obtained of 








Messrs. JACKSON, FOX, & ELLEN, Solicitors, 55, Chancery-lane > 
and of the Aucti 5, 80, Cheapsid 
























































































































































ee tN ome @ rere | 











































































































